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p 7, eppoſ? tte to e Bi ſhop ue ; 
Vol. I. p. 212. | 


| Mixr Doings are not only improper, but dangerous. They 


that tempt us to them will deſpiſe us for them, and raiſe 
them up againſt us. 5 8 5 Orator Diplay', 
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Muſt ate I am no Adniliet 


of Prefaces, but fince they are ſo 
much in, Fahion, and Mr, Dotds' 


of his, bas thonght fit co uber in 4 
ſecond Advertiſement of the Caſe in 
Fact (on which ſome Atimadverfiotis 
ate made in the following Sheets) with 

A 1 this 


The F RE FAC E 
_ this pompous Preface [© Mr. Dodwell, 
© that very Pious and Learned Man, 


© who, for ſome Years paſt, went not 


to the publick Church, of late re- 


8 tur d to it, and in his laſt Sickneſs 
© receiv'd the Holy Sacrament from the 
: Miniſter of his Pariſh. He declar'd 
© that he had much Satisfaction in his 
© late Practice, and in his Endeavours 
*towardy clofing the Difference among 
C Non. jurors, relating to Church Com- 
© munion, ina Book; the laſt he writ, 
© and publiſhed, entitüul d The Caſe | in 
© View Now in Fact, Poſiboy June 16. 
1711, U believe it will be expected 
that I ſhould ſay ſomething too, by 
way of Preface, of the Pious and Lear- 
ned Author. 3 
181160 nl Ins 1 an Auc Stu 4 
I do en the Adverüzet 
That Mr. Dollwell was a very Learned 
Man, und do on moreover, that he 
bas done y eminent Service to the 
Church of -Go®by ſome of his former 
W ww partials ro the ow NEL 
ni en gs; | 
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1 the R E A DE R. 
of. 5 7 en all things confiderid; 
In wt phe, by fame of | 
ate, a bas not done more 
than Good to the Church, and 
de more ; Miſchief, by his, Book. of 
11701 Mortality of, 2 Soul, than 

all his Nee F put together, 


can atone for. I, cannot. 8 neither 
do I believe, that he defi ignedly wrote 


1550 r any thing elſe, againſt the 
e and 
5 tho tis much to be fear d 
they may. bave bad an ill effect that 
* But be 75 a very Pious, as well 

arne Man, we cannot ſuſpect 
wh in the. leaſt guilty of any; ſuch un- 
godly Deſign, SY 4 Waden i un if 


rnit 

Ic muſt be own d, that Men Emi- 
nent for Piety and Learniog have had 
their Failings and Errors; Origen and 
Tertullian, who. were Men. = bright 
Parts, "great Learning, and Aa 
Fiety, fell into ſome notorious, Errors. 


And the Learned St. Auguſtin made 
"ES many 


2 24 


We FRE HAC E. 
de gest Miftakes: Fadeed upon 
42 His Writings ne tho 
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imo Diſgrace co write RerraBations. 


Mr: DoddwelP made tha Rat 0 


anch Have ſo much tl, 

as to think that if he had B fee 
chem; he would, as St. Auffin e 
wen Retradttion- rr 
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If, im any thing” F have witten 
how” eniftalien kt Dodivells meaning 
ar mil-repreſented Him, E am, 2 
Comvietten, ready to make $atisfidh 
tohis And tis very poſſible 
Pay ner always have uniderftoo 
him, he' Being, as" one truly [ay 's 67 
him, vir Prefundæ, ſed Se he 


rionis. SE” 
ria bf 1 * 8 — 2 557 


wy any of WE Nele new Ne 
ſhall ay, as ſome * py will, that 
no one durſt a ar againſt Wk in 
His: Life time, they may lay. their Plea- 
ſare, bue'P' Ea alle klein cheſe Ant. 
madverſions were finifffd when I firſt 


U heard 


AS 33 


8 twere true, that 


u the REA DER. 
beard, of his Death, aud had been 


printed too had he lin d. And tho 
har few or none of 
Mr. Dodell. s'old Friends were worthy 


ko carry his Books after bim , à8 a cex« 
tain Gentleman warmly expreſs d him- 
ſelf ; yet there will be found thoſe 
that are able to defend their Cauſe , 

even againſt Him, were he now alive. 

For my own part heartily wiſh all his 
Errors had dy'd, and been uy din 


be glad, upon that account, that 
theſe Animadverſions ſhould go for 
waſte Paper. Learned and Pious Men, 
when they fall into Errors, err not 
alone, they draw a great many after 
them, moſt Men thinking it more re- 
putable to err with ſuch, than to be 

in the right with others, who for Lear- 
ning make not ſo great a Figure. In 
Eccleſ 14 tentatio eft Populi, error Ma- 
giſtri. Et tanto major tentatio, quanto 


if ipſe « dofior * erat. Vinc. Lirinenſ. 
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| The PREFAC E, Ec. 
ep. 23. This angle feaſbi,, 'Te 
may be ſufficient to ju | 
who hath or ſhall write againſt any of 
Mr. Dodwell's, or indeed any Learned 
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| The epubliing/ oy needle; 7 and dangerous, 


Injury to the Depriv'd Biſhops more than per- 
ſonal, | 
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Nero dun, nd 
Of the Treaſeof the Manali — 
P · . 


ant concerning it, i 10 
be ee of the ſep 3 concer- 


It, | We P- 4 
Me. 75 opinionativeneſs, 


His unbiſhoping Timothy JO -- 
Charge of Hereſy and Schiſm, _ p. 7 


[ 11.1 Ba 
When Biſbops are obligd to inſt on thei 
— bts, TY . 

y to defend Schiſm by Principles, 


1 ; 

Difference between Hereſy and Schiſm, 1 
Mr. D. s Reaſons for 9 Twit De. 
priv d Biſhops, ibid. 
Anc-Biſhop: deſerted our common Doftrines , 
P. 13 
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5 eee of the Church a fundamental Do- | 
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Schiſm 2 ne Oh and —_ 

ent with the Being of a biſhop, I 
oth Inferences, — * 5 1 > 4 18 
Foreign Biſhops may act, &c. in Caſe 75 He- 
reſy, p. 20 and p. 67 
Paſſive Obedience and Non-Reſiſtance, P. 20 
Application temporary and "a P. 22 
Of Principles. and Prattices, pi. 23 
Of Unfaithfulneſs in Truſt,” p. 23, 24, 57 
The Depri made not the + p. 2 
Schiſmaticks have not the Spirit, p.25 and 5; 


Lupa tion of Hands Lees Ne p. 26, 40, 


J, 93 
Of Poſeſſion;'' \ pr. 30, 42, 46, and 38 
1 el 4 Fade CT ACRE: I Suc- 
tea, c 14 4 
| . D.'s Nation of Pres conſecrating Bi- 

* ſbobs, M | | P. 35 
Of "code 3 38, 44 
A Schiſmatical Biſhop no Biſbop, p. 40, 44 
the Reception of the People, | 
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p. 42 
N. 45 enn rbeir Succeſſion on in es: 
5 Poſſeſſor 5 dei, . Wy 45 
. Of Preſtription, Bode p- 46 
Of: Segregation, p 47 


Of Preſence at offenſive Prayers, p. 47, 83, 91 
0 


 CONTE NTS. 


c A 58 
Of Plurality of Votes, 1 ah 
Of filling vacant . e 0) v1 ol 
Shorteſt way, Wg ibid. 


Gad i not interpoſs ng, &e. 10 | Agment of 4? 


probation, 


Parallel between Man and Wife, Biſhop pro 
Flock, L. p- 64 


2 Ani Bib Title not legitimated by a Va- 


cancy, j p. 66 
Caſe of the Joannites, P. 68 
Paræneſis ad Exteros, p. 69 
Of Numbers, 


p. 70, 73 
Juſtice of the Cauſe of the Depriv/d, p- 71 


of Satisfi Ars to be made, &c. p. 72 
b 


> ac 4 Biſhop be judgable, | p. 73 
None but Superiors can communicate, P=75 


Biſhop Standard of Orthodoxy and Unity, p.78 
Of Communion with the Devil, - 


p. 
cleſiaſtical Sul jecto can't deprive Biſhops, CC. 


pP GOT 
But may relieve themſelves, &c. P. 82 
Difference between Diſobedience and Non- 
| obeying, p· 83 


Caſe of enjoining ſinful Prayers, p. 83,91 
Heretical Biſhops not the Epiſe opal wo. 


85 
Communion with the Church of England not 


—_: ibid. 
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coNFERENOE 


Geronius Pant 19 5 a 


N p ' 77 A 


d IN. WHICH, 11 un 
5 5 2 77 
TR DODWELLUs Caſe an; View ; 
"i Caſe now in Fad} are conſider d. 
"27 (190 | {Ot LEY 0 on 7 
id BE tin 


001 TR. ma, ou are heartily wel- 
1 come Fl is a great favour in- 
| deed, to make a Viſit to your old 

Fi nd! I thought you had quite forgot me. 
J. Forgot you, Geronius “ I hope T ſhall 
never forget my old Friends, amongſt whom 
L always reckon'd you for one. And tho 
ou and I may differ in ſome Points, as 


Learned Men often do, yet I hope we may 
be FE good Frome for all hat. 
| B „4 God 


\ 


* ws ad | 

[>] 
6. God forbid elſe. Yet I find notwith- 
ſtanding that Difference in Opinions too often 
breeds an Alienation. in Affections; Scholars 
are as fond of their Notions, as 8 of 
their Children tho' never ſo deform'd; and if 
any argue againſt them they are — out 


f humour and downright an 
©. What do you wean, Str, by his Dit 
| courſe? 
6. To deal plainly with you, Sir, I mean 
that you have of late taken up ſome odd un- 
por Notions, of which 5 ſeem ta be 
mighty fond; and_can hardly. forbear being 
| pray thoſe that differ from you. 
5 Pray, Sir, what new or dd Notions 
5 have 1 taken up? tk of none, but what 
I can prove from the rimitive athers, 
nel Amiquith 2 wel a 9 
895 Lou W 75 hase but others, 


who have not read ſo much as = have done, 


but have well digeſted what y have jad, 
are of another Opinion. / 


7, Leantiot help that. Bittiray | 
hs hear ſome of thoſe Opinions that you { 
W arge me with maintaining. 

hy, Sir, they ſay Jou hold an Opir 
nion of the Mortality of che SM. 

F. Sir, that's 257 a miſtake of ſotlie Kol 
Hint: Perſons who ate not acquainted Wirth the 
Fathers and ancient Writers. I follow 0 
eat Mr. D. in this Notion: I hope * 
ty wil weigh with you. 


[3] 

6: Thotour Mr. D. for his Learning, Piet 

and Humility, but I do-not think him Fry 

lible. But I will not nom enter into a Di- 
yoo you upon that Subject. But I mu 

tell you that Mr. D's Book has been examin 

— ſeveral Learned Men, and his Miſtakes 

ſufficient laid open and epos d by them, All 


that I ſhall ſay to you as a Friend is this, that 


the generality of Learned and Pious Readers 


do think that the publiſhing of that Book was 


Needleſs and Dangerous. Needleſs, becauſe the 


Notion of the Soul was well enou gh under- 
ſtood before he wrote that Book. Da. 
becauſe all the young Fry of Peiſts 

nians buy it up, read and ſtudy it, and make 
their boaſt — the very Learned Author is 
one of their Patrons, 26d therefore generally 


call him Fa THER D. A mighty Honour this! 
Abd that. you attay nor think l at of 


Pique, Malice, or Envy, Iwill tell you what 
1 have heard was ſaid to him in a publick 
Coffee Houſe by a ſober un Mer- 
chant in the Ciyof London, [Mr. H. — 
hearing that he was reſolved to print and 
liſh ſuch a Book. Sir, — do you 


what you do in printing your Treatiſe of the 
Saul "Mortality * Cereainly, Sir, it will do a 


great deal of Miſchief, on make move Atheifts 
than any ae been writ b Teal, 
Coun, or any at Athet ical 
9 19 0 Tow faid; - 


5 5 be 


? 


[4] 
bad guarded againſt that; to which the Mer- 
chant warmly, but reſpectfully replyd, uu 
cannot guard ngainſt it, they will male an ii 

Uſe and Advantage M it, therefore let me beg 
— to print it. But all would not do, 
out it muſt; come what would of it. And in- 
deed, were I not well affur'd of his great Hu- 
mility, I ſhould be tempted to think that no- 

thing but Vain- glory, or ſome ſecret Pleaſure 
he had in maintaining Paradoxes, could make 
him publiſh ſuch a pernicious Book. Pray, Sir, 

1 Hear what his preſent Dioceſan, the Biſhop of 

1 Sarum's Opinion is of that, and ſome other 

Performances of his. His Lordſhip in his Ser- 

mon on Pſal. 144. 15. preach'd at Saliſbury, 

1 Nov. 7th 17 10. ſpeaking of Baptiſm, ſays thus, 

Nor did our Church at the Reſtoration ever 

entertain the leaſt motion of this ſort (i. 8. 

4 of Re- baptizing Perſons Baptiz d by Mid- 

| wives) but now this is receivd by many 


4 among the other id Conceits of the Cor- 

rrupter of our Faith and Church [meaning 

| Mr. D.] whobroach'd this with many other 
"©; monſtrous Errors, which he has carry'd fo 
near Arbeiſm,as to deny the Immortality of the 
Saul, and to put the immortalizing Virtue in 
a Baptiſm by Perſons Epiſcopally ordain'd, I 

have quoted this Paſſage, not as approving of 
all that his Dioceſan here ſays, but to let you 
ſee what Opinion he has of him and his Do- 
©Erines, when he calls ſome ofhisnew-broach'd 
W F - Op 


f 
f 
* 
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| Opinions WII p Conceirsand MonsTRous 
ERRORS, and Mr. D. himſelfthe CokRUP TER 
of our FarTH and CHURCH, and charges him 
with denying the IMMorRTALITY of the 
SOUL, which, ſays he, he has carry'd near 
ATHEISM. 

7. Well, my old Friend, I find you are 
one of thoſe — envy him, and are pleas d 
when you can catch at any ching that ſeems 
to leſſen the World's good Opinion of him, 
but he is above your Emy, and n yo ur 
impotent Malice. by; 

G. Good Sir, keep your Temper: God 
forbid that I ſhould detra& from his known 
Worth.. But yet I cannot but ſay that he ſeems 
to be a little too opinionative and impatient 
of Contradiction, even when he is, in the O- 
pinion of very Learned Men, in the wrong. 
F. I readily on that he is but a Man, — 

ſubject to like Paſſions as other Men are; but 
he is never impatient or out of temper, but 
when he is thwarted or contradicted by ſome 
ſuch little Men as either do not underſtand. 
his Notions, or ſeem to contradict him for 
contradicting ſake. He often meets with ſuch, 
and this would move a Saint, 

G. I don't think that a thorough Saing will 
eafily be provok d; he has always a guard 
upon himſelf, his Temper; is always even, he 
is ever gentle and eaſy to be intreated; but 

* D. is not ſo, at leaſt not always; for to 
B 3 print | 


[6] 


print Books contrary to the Advice of his beſt 


Friends, and thoſe proper Judges too, does 
not favour of an over-meek Spirit, but rather 
ſeems to have a fpice of Nouns and 0. 

To Obſtinacy did you ſay? that's a very 
hard word to be given. to ſuch an humble, 
mortifh'd Man. 

G. If you udn dnbinit been halp pls. 
Lean give it no ſofter Term. What is itelfe 


but Ob/tinacy to go contrary to the Advice 


and Judgment of his Friends, who are, per- 
haps, as Learned and Pious as himſelf? 

J. Sir, you are too ſevere. 

8. He may thank himſelf. The World is 
too Learned to be drawn afide by the Autho- 
rity of one Man, tho? never ſo Learned, or 
to ſwallow his Notions, only becauſe they 
are his. Men now-a-days examine new No- 
tions, and do not take em upon Truſt, or on 
the Authority of the Broacber, eſpecially if 
they run counter to the receiv'd Notions ofthe 
generality of Mankind. But to we Ou ano» 
ther inſtance of Mr. D.'s Ob = was, 
as I am inform'd, diſſuade — printing 
Pareneſis ad Exteros,, becauſe in it he 
amongſt other Heterodoxies, endeavour d a 
Prin did before him) to unbiſhop Gr 
and Titus, contrary to the received 
of the Catholick Church, and to make iſo 


ue commence act. 100 er alter n - 1 
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But notwithſtanding al that his Friends could 
fay, he would, and 4 did print it; for which, 
had he liv'd in the Primitive Times, as great 
an Admirer as he is of Primitive Antiquity, 
he would have been in the glorious _ 
logue of Heretic. 

J. 1 hope you will not reckon Mr. D. an 
Heretick, who has writ ſo much and ſo ſtre- 
nuouſly againſt Hereſy and Schiſeim. 

6. I know he has writ a great deal againſt 
both, but there are ſome, that are really his 
Friends, think he had better have writ leſs. 
But perhaps tho he has writ againſt Hereſy 
and Schiſm, he may be both Heretick and 
Scbiſmatick; for Hereticks and Schiſmaticks 
always charge their Adverſaries with their 

own Faults. For as Traitors againſt their 
lawful Prince, and Abettors of Uſurpers, al- 
ways call thoſe that are truly Loyal, R Rebels; 
fo thoſe who ſet up, or abett Anti-Biſbops a- 
gainſt their Law | Biſhops, always brand 
thoſe with Schiſm who adhere to the Lawfil 
Biſbop, and thoſe with Hereſy who adhereto 
the Orthodox, This is too plain to want 
proof, and you know it as well as any Man; 
Lou know that when Mr. D. was of the True 
Communion, as he then thought itat leaſt, he 
was often call'd Schiſmatick,” and fince he has 
left the Communion of that Church, with 
- which he did communicate, and though Sal- 
. vation was not to be had out of it, he has as 


B 4 Freely 


* 


L 8 "1 
Freely branded the Members of it with Schiſin, 
-which they, they ſay, leaſt expected from him 
of any Man, | becauſe he has always had the 
Reputation of a meck humble Man. But Re- 
ſentments and difference in Opinion, it ſeems, 
carries even humble Men beyond their Tem- 
T otherwiſe Mr. D. would not have treated 
Adverſaries, (on whom indeed he now 

and then beſtows the Complement of his . 
and dear Friends ) with ſo much Scorn and 
Contempt as may be ſeen in his laſt Treatiſe, 
in Which he upbraids them with Ea/meſs and 
«Weakneſs, and downright charges them with 
-Schiſm, tho they ſay they are the ſame as they 
Were when he was in Communion with them. 

J. This we utterly deny, for the Schiſm, as 
W with the Death, or Demiſe of the 
B. of N. and our reaſon is becauſe the Injuty 
that was done to the #nvalidly deprived Biſbope 

- was perſonal, and therefore the Schiſm which 
was occaſion d by the Injury to their Perſons 
muſt end of courſe with their Perſons. Cafe 
4 in Fact. 
128. lack very : well W Mr. D. talks fo 
: * his Caſe in View, and in his Caſe nom in 
- Fatt; but if I remember right he was not 5 
Wa 8 of this Opinion. 
| Pray, Sir, how does that 5 
4 8. Even from his on N ritings, if he were 
: 1 of the Book entitul d The Vindication 


a ＋ wy * We. For in that he pe « 


If it be only a Perſonal Injury, the Miſchief 
the Church may ſuffer by the Perſons de- 
« fending his Right, may be more than what 
« ſhe may ſuffer by permitting a /mgle Act of 
< Injuſtice to go unredreſs d: But in ou Caſe, 
our Adverſaries very well łnom the Injury is 
* more than PERSONAL, They know the 
, olDDocrRINEs of our Church are involv'd 
in the Injuſtice that is offer d them: They 
© may alſo know, that this new Do&rine of 
© the validity of Lay-deprivations, with regard 
to Spirituals, is of intolerable miſchievous 
© conſequence, as granting to the Laity Prin- 
6 ciples, by which they may ruin us when 
they pleaſe; and that this pernicious Do- 
< Qrine cannot well be oppos d in this Caſe, 
but by our Biſhops INS 1ST I NO on their 
© Ri6HTs. And they cannot ſhew but when 
© Dofrines of ſuch Conſequence were con- 
cern'd, the Biſhops not only Din, but were 
© alfo COMMENDED for 1NsISTING. on their 
+ RicHTs. Indeed where ſuch Doctrines were 
© concern'd, the Ancients would have call'd 
the Adverſaries HERET1CKS, and in that 
'© cafe this Author 'bimſelf allows that Bi- 
ſbops may judge it to be for the publicł Good 
of the Church that they challenge their pri- 
* vate Rights. Vind. of Depr. Biſhops, p.13,14. 
See Caſe in View, p.48. What do you think 
now? Was the Injury only PERSONAL? 
Were not our Doc rTRINEs concern'd? And 


if 


TI] 


it they were, as Mr. D. owns, were not his 
late Adverſaries Hereticks as well as Schifma- 


ticks? In another place he ſays thus, The 


* Author {of the Baroccian MS.] permits a 
Separation where Orthodoxy is concern d, 
© and exprelly excepts Ros, from the num- 
© ber of thoſe which he pretends to confute. 
An Heretical Biſhop he calls a Falſe Biſbop, 
a Falſe Teacher; and tells us that they who 
s. 2 from ſuch, do not divide the Unity 
of the Church by Schi ſin, but endeavour to 


gie the Church from Schi ſint and Diviſions. 


< "Theſe, ſays Mr. D. are his own words inthe 
* Conclufron of his Diſcourſe. And Mr. D. con- 
Kurs with him, for he immediately ſubjoins, 
I eaſily foreſee this Charge will ſeem new 
+ and ſurprizing to our Adverſaries; and yet 
I cannot ſee how they can ſecure themſelves 


* againſt jt. St. Auguſtine obſerves, that Schiſms 


+ generally end in Hereſy: that is the natural 
5 conſequence of defending it, as our Adverſa- 


* ries do, by Principles. A ſingle Ad of Unduti- 


* Fulneſs to Superiors will in courſe paſs away 
* withthoſe whoareguilty of it; ſo that Poſts- 
* rity will not be concern'd in it: But when 
it is defended by PRINcIpl Es, it turns in- 
to FALSE DocrRINE, and DocrRINk of 
that pernicious conſequence, that the Churob 
„is OBL16'D to take notice of it, as ſhe Will 


Abe FAITHEUL..to her Rs r, in ſecuring 


her Bodyfrom the like Diviſions for the fu 


ture, 


5 


1 
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tue, Find: 3 9.26 See 


Mr. D.'s Rights of the Ch. p. 7, 8. © Hereſy 
and Schiſm both of them gerd a Diviſion 
of Communion, or tended to it. But that 
* Diviſion was calld Schiſm which only broke 
the political Union. of the Society, without 
any difference of Principles; as when Thieves 
or Robbers tranſgreſs d their Duties without 
s any pretence of Principles authorizing them 
© to do ſo. So whilſt Reſentment alone was 
the reaſon that made Subjects ſeparate from 
the Communion of their Eccleſiaſtical Go- 
« vernors, or Whilſt Ambition alone made 
any to invade the Office of his Biſbop, and 
to erect an oppoſite Communion, this was 
£ Schiſm prope 2 calld as contradiſtineb 
: from Hereſy. Bot when the Schiſin is patro- 
niz'd by — and juſtih d as WELL 
« 1 and conſiſtently with Conſcience, ſuch 
6 Diviſions, beſides their Tc bald: SCHISMATI- 
© CAL, were HERETICAL alſo in the ſenſe of 
the Ancients, and ſuch DocTRINES as Cha- 
* ratteriſtical of a diſtinct Communion were pro- 
s perly calld. HERESLES. Vind. Dep. Bi- 
WB 24, 23s! 57; 
ON Dede of the Primitive Church 
© have thought my ſelf oblig'd to hold Com- 
* munion with Biſhops not only depriv'd for 
No CRIME, but DUTY, nay for maintaining 
the oLDDocTzaNEs of the Church, but al- 
+ fo a 'd only by a Lay Power of their 
; Spiri- 


—— — — — — : — _ — — 


| 
| 
| | 


\ 
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* Spiritual Power. Mr. D. Letter to Dr. White 
MS. 

7 Our Allverſaries ſthe Anti-Biſhops” hve 


_ ©* deferted our Common Doc rRINESs. They 


* alſo, tho'the Criminals, have yet been the 4g- 
s greſſors in erecting Altars againſt thoſe Altars, 
* which themſelves alſo acknowledg'd in com- 


mon with us. Id. and in his 3 « Biſbops, © 


p. 32. Mr. D. ſays thus. They have been 
* wholly the Aggreſſors in this whole Affair, 
* we are exactly where we were, exactly 
* where they left us. So little can they pre- 
tend that wwe have contributed to this Di- 
uin. We hold the ſame Doctrines that we 
did, that themſelves did formerly. We ad- 
© here to the ſame Biſhops themſelves ave 
* own'd for Biſhops till now, G tr. 
At were eaſy to ſhew that the bberünebs 
and PRACTICES, in DEFENCE OF WHICH 
our Holy Fathers have incurr'd this Depriva- 
tion, are more for the Intereſt even of the 
1 State, &c. Vind. Depr. Biſhops, p. 103. ; 
Tour defending your Schiſm by Principles 

* will fo fimdamentally ſubvert the Church, as 

a Society diſtinct — the State, and able to 
fubſiſt without it under a Perſecution, as that 
it muſt be as fundamental an Error as the de- 

* nying any one Article of our common Faith 


would be, and as properly Heretical, Mr.D.'s 


Letter 10 Dr. Still. S. You ſee by this time, 


1 my that the Biſhops of your preſent Com- 
| munion, 8 


2 


[3] 


munion, according to Mr. D. himſelf, were 
Hereticks for juſtifying their Schiſim by Prin- 
ciples. And being Hereticks, his old Friends 
deſire to know whether they can, as long as 
they continue ſo, be Catbolick Biſhops. 

G. Why not! why, becauſe Mr. D. ſays 
an Heretick cannot be a Biſhop. Senar. of 
Churches, p. 568. But if he could be, Mr. D. 
thinks it not prudent to make him ſo. It 
may, ſays he, perhaps be fit to be conſider d 
* whether it be prudent to truſt ſuch Per- 
* ſons with the agement of the Govern- 
ment of the Church who have no Obligation 
© of Principles or Conſcience to maintain it as 
© an Independent Society, or to ſuffer for it, that 
© is, indeed, Who are never likely to maintain 
© it in that very caſe which was in our Sa- 
* viour's and his Apoſtles view, that is, of a 
« Perſecution. Agamsm, 14 4 

Upon this fall from common Principles you 

< [Biſhops] have loſt your Right to govern the 
© Bodies whoſe Dofirines youhaveDEsERKTED; 
and your FEWwER conſtant Brethren were then 
t the Church of England, as much as they would 
© have been, if you, to gratify K. James, had 
© left them alone in theProfeſſion of our common 
© Reformation. They might therefore have De- 
* prived you, and filled your Sees. But even here 
© you, who were the firſt Criminals, were yet 
© Jegreſſors. Mr. D. Letter to Biſb. Still. ** 
. | 1 


[14] 

f Errors that deſtroy the very Being of a 
Church as to a Society be Fundamental, I can- 

* not (ſays Mr. D.) for my part, foreſee ho r 
tour Adverſaries can excuſe their Anti-biſhops, 
* and al that own them, by Principles, from 
* erring fundamentally, Their being Biſhops 
Ae ſuch Docirines, as if they be once 
admitted, make it impoſſible for the Church to 

* ſubſeſt as a Spiritual Society, whenever the 
State is pleas d * 4 Vind. Depr. 
Biſoops, p. 29. Rights of the Ch. p. 19. 

— The only = trade y 4 which - 
© they can pretend that their Rival Biſhops have 
* oy their Right, as toConſcience, muſt be the 

* Power that even the Lay-Magiſtrate has to 

dopo even with regard to Conſcience. 
erefore they will defend their Scbiſm by 


6 
* If th 
«Principles, it will be neceſſary that they de- 
fend their Principles alſo, without which it 


js not poſſible that ever it ſhould be defended. 
© They 1 no Ecclefiaſtical Judicatory, juſt 
or unjuſt; that they can ſo much as pretend 
in this Caſe. Find. Depr. Biſhops, p. 30. 
And the defending this is thatwhich wilt 
$ increaſe their Guilt, and will add to their 
© charge of Schiſm, the aggravation of Hereſy 
*alfo. For in order to the a//erting ſuch a 
© Ripht as this is to the Secular Magiſtrate, it 
will be neceſſary to aſſert that the Authority 
of the Church, even as to Spirituals, is, in 
7 Conſcience the Right of the Civi 1 
8 1 
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f it ſhould not be ſo, then the Subjects of the 
e reſpective Dioceſes may till be at liberty in 

© Conſcience to adbere to their depriv'd P Bene. 


© And if they MAY they MUST, becauſe then 


all their former Obligations in Vl Rer. will 
© hold as obligivg as ever. Depr. Bi. 


: Arbe Features againſtAthanaſtus muſt lies 


, Wh eſſentially invalid on two accounts, both 


© 2s to the Cuuſe for which they were inflicted, 
© and as to the Perſons by whom. As to the 
© Cauſe for which they were infifted. For they 


« could not believe that God would deprive 


© him of Catholick Unity only for maintaining 
« the Carbolick Faith, which was one of the 
principal Formuations of that pint And as 
© fo the Perſons 1 whom they inflitted, 
© who, being Hrretickt, Gl . rh of 
being Biſhops, and . bf of oy Ec- 
* elefiaſtical Furiſdiction 
Churches, p. 588. e the Le Pot⸗ 
©ſeſfor of the vacant See of Arles, without any 
* Synod or Synodical Depoſition, that Anti- 
ſ. gives the leaſt ſuſpicion of, imme- 
ately upon the Notoriety of the Fact of his 
* communicating with Novatian, was immedi- 
* atelydifown'd by all hisCatholickColleagues. 
© The fame, is alfo own'd by the Author of 
Mr. Hody's MS. and many other both Ca- 
*noris and approved Practices of the Catho- 
+ : IK Church in the caſe of Biſhopsnotorionſly 


FR n 


© himſelf ſo v7 


z . 
© owning, a formerly condemn'd Here. In 
« that caſe even Subjects and Perſons who 
© could pretend no Authority over him, not 
© only MIGHT,; but were thought 0BL16'D:to 
© Jeave. his. Communion, antecedently to the 
« Formality of a Snadical Sentence of Depri- 


vation. Schiſin and Hereſy are INCAPACI- 


* TIES and INCONSISTENT with the VERY 
BEING of a Biſbop when manifeſt and noto- 
©x70u8. They make a Perſon no longer cav a- 
© BLE of the, Honourable Station of being a 
„ PRINCIPAL MEMBER, a VISIBLE HEAD of 
© that ſame Body from which he has profeſs d 

109 divided, So that he has 
©diveſted himſelf of that Aur bority he had for- 
merh by his OWN Act, and therefore has no- 
« thing more that can be taken from him by 
VVV 
* over. him. Mr. D.'s Anſwer ta Biſhop Still. 
6 oy MS. And Mr. P. in his Parenefs 
ad Exteros, ſpeaking of a Schiſmatical Biſhop, 


tays thus. Rueſho non of! de Epiſeopo, fed de 
ih ans | | ht amplius 


7 olim fuerat, jam vere non 


Epiſcopus. Hic tantummado de Facto quæritur. 


De eo ubi 575 non habet raus, qua exuatur, 
poteftatem Epiſcopalem; nee agnus erat judice 
gui eum exuat, ſed quo Sedet mins antea ua- 
cua ſuppleatur. Fins Literarum Formatarum 
hie precipuus erat, ut commune Fidei depoſitum 
hos commercio inviolatum ſeruarent. Itaque qui 
iam ſequebantur Fidem, jus nullum babebant 
e 2 Collegii 


n 
Cyllegii Ort badoxi, nec Commertii Literarum 
Format arum. Itaqʒ nè quidem opus erat tut tales 
deponerentur ſed potuit eorum Sedes ut vacua 


ſuppleri. Similis erat cauſa Schiſmatis, Diuiſi 


enim ab Eccleſia, & proinde a Collegio Sacer- 
dotali & Collegii Commercio. Foris enim ſunt, 
alieni, & nulli pro principiis S. Qypriani. Itaq; 
ſententia nulla opus eſt qtiz illos ejiciat ex Ec- 


cleſia vel exuat officio. Paræn. ad Ext. Par. 42. 


p. 192. And the ſame Mr. D. in a Letter to 
Biſbop Stilling. The Caſe of notorious Schiſin 
* needs no judicial Sentence of a ſuperior Au- 
_ © thority:- ——In the ſenſe of the Primitive 
Church, as ſoon as any Biſhop by a notorious 
* dvert act had profeſs'd himſelf one with no- 
* torious Schiſmaticks, from that time forward 
© he ceaſed to be a Biſhop, and needed no far- 


ther Act of his Metropolitical Superior, or his 


« Synod for his Deprivation, A Biſhop diſown- 
ing his Metropolitan, not ſynodically con- 
* demn'd, is enough to engage him in afual 
and notorious Schiſm, as ſoon as his diſownin 


him is notorious; and it is as clear withal, in 


« the ſenſe of the antient Church, that the 
* owning of an Anti- Metropolitan was taken for 


the difowning of the true one, and in that 


« caſe there was no need of an Eccleſiaſtical 
Cognizance for abſolving the Subjects of his 
Dioceſe from their Duty to him. Dioceſes 


« filled only with Hererical and Schiſmatical 


* Biſhops that were not of the Communion were 


look d 


| 
{i 
| 


| who notoriouſly. own a condemn'd. * 


a (a8 J 


£ look d on 2s Waſtes where any other Catho. * | 


* lick-Biſhop might exerciſe his Power, and 
much more the Metropolitan. And in a 
Letter to the Biſhop of Glaceſter he has theſe 
Expreſlions. * Epiſcopal Authority can ſignify 
nothing till it be firſt reſolv'd whether the 
i Bilbops inveſted with it be themſelves of the 
© rrue Communion, and that no Catholick ever 
< believed any Obedience due to Heretionk and 


£ Scbiſmatical Biſhops, 


J. Well, Sir, has do you infex fron al 


| theſe Quotations ? 


G. I draw theſe Concluſions from them. 
1ſt, That thoſe Biſhops or others that deny 
che Church to be an Independent Society, do, 
according to Mr. D. deny a Fundamental Do- 
Frine, and do - Wi Ag err fundamentally. 
ah, That thoſe that deny! ene 
ar e Heretichs. 

3. That Hereticks are incopabl of being 


Bilbops.. 


4. That, Coating they could be Biſhop, . 
it would be imprudent to make them 10. 
5. That thoſe that maintain the Fundamen- 


6. That God will not deprive them of Ge 
cbolick Unity, that maintain: the Cothalick 


N. That the Church ought. to diſown thoſe 


Hai 


That 


"s 
«„%„ & &@ >» 


Tal Doctrines of the Church, tho Jar nen 1 
Ber. are the true Church, 


[9] 


3. That there is no need of a FR IO "72 
tence, or Hnodical Deprivationof a Biſhop, who 
has diveſted himſelf. of his Authority, and pro» 
 feſs'd himſelf wh ſeparate. 

9. That Subjects, Who can pretend Ry 
ehority over a Biſhop, are oblig'd to leave his 
Communion antecedentiy to the Formality of a 
Synoaical Sentence of D vation, and that 
there is no need of an Eccleſiaſtical Cognizzgnce 
for abſolving the Subjects of his Dioceſe from 
their Dury to him. 

10. That Orthodox Biſhops may exexciſe 
their Power in Diaceſes filfd only with He- 
retical or Schiſmatical Bulhops. = 

J. But the Caſe is now alter'd. The 1 
priv d Biſhops being all dead, thoſe that were 
the Schiſmaticks — are nom, being in actual 
Poſſeſſion of the ſeveral Diſtrifts, the R- / 
and Canonical Biſhops. Caſe in Fae 7 
6. Mr. D.'s old Friends ſay he is _— 
miſtake, which they ſay goes thro his Caſe in 
View, Fartber Proſpect, and Caſe in Fact, and 
that 1s, that the Injury was only Perſonal, and 
Doftrines were nat concern d, which they deny, 
and they think that Mr. D. is on their fide. 
Doctrinet, ſays Mr. D. (Caſe in View; p. 45.9 
« if they be true once, and be thought ſufficient- 
ly momentous to juſtify a Separation [as ney | 
155 Mr. D. once thought them] muſt, in the 

inion of them who think them ſo, be 
4 bee __ to continue the Separation, 
by. C2 6 and. 
| \ 

N 
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and to derive it to all future Generations for 
© ever, as no way depending on the Lives or 
© Riohts of ſingle Perſons, In this Caſe all 
© Biſbops in the World, Foreigners as well as 
© Incumbents, are equally concern'd, and are 
© not guilty of Encroachment in extending their 
Care of the common Faith beyond their own 
Juriſdictions. The Diſtribution of Juriſdi- 
CF ions only obliges them who own themſelves 
© apreed in the Faith. Accordingly the Catho- 
* kicks of Conſtantinople, and Antioch, and Alex- 
* andria, never look d upon their Sees as full, 
for being poſſeſs'd by Hereticks, but ſupply'd 
them, as often as the Catbolick Biſhops fail d, 


and kept up their Succeſſion againſt the Here- 


'© tick Biſhops, and treated the Sees of Hereticks 
as Vacancies belonging to the firft Occupant. 
F. That's true. And it may be, ſays Mr. D. 
ſome of our beloved Brethren might take this 
'* to be the Caſe in relation to the Doctrines di- 
ſputed between us and the [ then] prevailing 

© Separation. But Lovers of Peace will 6nd | 
'© cauſe to bleſs God that this is not ſo really 
the Caſe, as leſs attentive Perſons may ima- 
gine. Our truly Catholick Doctrines of Paſ- 
© fue Obedience and Non- Ræſiſtance are fill 
* maintain'd by many of our late, i. e. now 
© Fathers and Brethren. Caſe in View, p. 47. 
S8. Well, Sir, granting what you ſay to be 
true (which perhaps will not eaſily be proved) 
That the truly Catholick Doctrines are ſtill main- 
We” —_ tain d 


21 J 


tain'd ” many of Mr. Dos now Fathers and Bre- 


thren, his old Friends deſire to know of him, 
whether ſome of his now Fathers and Brethren 
did not, when he charg'd them with Hereſy, 
maintain them as much as they dgnow? And 
whether, if they did ſo, why they ſhould not 
be accounted Hereticks now. as well as then? 
And if they were not then Hereticks, Mr. D. 
has charg'd them wrongfully, and ought to 
recant and beg Pardon of his now Fathers and 
Brethren. 1 bn end 
7. Mr. D.'s now Fathers and Brethren did 
certainly maintain their Schiſm by Principles. 
6. Why then, ſay his old Friends, they are 
till Hereticks, and the ſame Men now, as far 
. as it appears, as they were then; for not one 
of em hath renounc d his falſe Doftrines, and 
ſeveral of them have publickly own'd them, 
and the Practice of every one of them makes 
it notorious. So that they ſay they cannot 
think but that if they were once Hereticks, (as 
Mr. D. ſays they were) they muſt be fo 
ſtill. But that they were ſo is not my Buſi- 
neſs to prove. Mr. D. charg d them with it, 
and let him make good his Charge. And that 
they are leſs ſo, let him prove if he can. 
J. Les, Sir, that he can eaſily do. For, 
as he ſays Caſe in View, p. 48. Thus far we 
* are agreed with many of our Adverſaries in 
* aſſerting thoſe Doctrines [of Paſſive Obe- 
* dience and Non- Reæſiſtance] how much ſo- 
PA | C 3 . ever 


| 44 ] | 
© ever we differ from them in the Application. 


G. Very good ! differ from them in the Applica- 
tion! $45 Mr. D. has hit it now; this ſalve, 
if well manag'd, will do Wonders. By the 2. — * 
of this a Man may renounce the Creed, the 


Lords 11 * and the Ten Commandments. 5 


This will Belp out Pin, Sebiſmaricks, Re- 


bels, G. The P 2 tell you that he 


and ſome of his Fathers and Bretbren ate as 
much for the Set Commandment as Prote- 
1426 5 and differ only in the Application. They 

yive that Wothip to Saints and Angels, 


which is due to God only. The Schiſmatick 


1m Whatever, only he applies" it to h Biſhop. 


e Rebel will tell you he ig 28 much for Pa 


Ke Obedience and the Fifth Cormandment as 


any Tory or HighFyer of em all, only he! ap- 


plies it to Sn OBS. or a Richard. of a Rump. So 
vou ſee theſe D6&tines are ſtill maintam d, 


trimers, but differ only in the Application !- 
7. Well, well! you may think and talk 


what you pleaſe. but Mr. D. Would have his Lite | 


5 be pleasd to remember, that this 


Application is only temporaty and perſonal, and | 


moo likely to expire with the Peron 
neern'd in it. 


6. But Mr. Ds 5 ind. ſay no: Berauſt 
N 2 himſelf owns that the Injury Was more 


will tell you he is 28 ah for Obedience to 
ps both act ide and paſſive; as any Cbure b. 


thay 


and they all gree in the aſſerting the Dor 


* 


(43) 
than Perſonal, as has been ſhewn above out of 
Mr. Des own Books, and he himſelf dares not 
ſay that it will, but may likeſj expire. Theſe 
Words Angle Perſon — perf ſonal Injuries are 


hawl'd in at every turn, but they will ſtand 
him in little ſtead til he has ſweet his own 
Aſſertions, and prov'd that Doctriner are not 
concerned. What Aays Mr. D. can Principles. 
« Gonify, if we will not be true to them, if we 
will fall from them as often as they pinch us? 
Vind. Depr. Biſhops, p. 104. His talking of ſome 
 Fatheriand Brethrettmaintaining the Bocti ines 
and that the Application is bu but Perſonal ang 
Temporary is meer ſhift and — i Their 
Pyaftices ſhew their Principles, and what Do- 
Arines they bold, unleſs their Practices contra 
dict their Principles and if they do I need on. 
iy ſay, Quid verba audiam cum fafts video. 
The Ee r. D. in a Letter to Archbiſhop Till. 


ſeems to own, That the depri d Biſhops, IF 


© they had voluntarily reſignd, and'quicted their 
Claim to their 1mdoubred Rights for Peace 
© fake, and had oblig d themſelves to make na 
© Sticosfſors, as to 155 Epiſcopal Power, that 
 * thie( atroverſy might ha ve ended With their 
Lives. Yet this, he ſays, could not in rea- 
© fon be expected, till care was firſt taken that 
they might not be guilty of INF1DELITY to 
* their TRusr from Gop, by giving ſuch Se- 
2 meer on their parts, without the like Secu- 

ih from them [the Poſſeſſors] to ſatisfy them 


C 4 the 


— 
a Cn 
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[the Depriv'd} in thoſe, things which they 


© thould think themſelves oblig d in Conſtience 


© to.anſiſt on, as Conditions of this Security. to 
be given them. 'Tis plain, I think, from 


what Mr. D. here ſays, that the Depriv'd had 
been guilty of Infidelity had they given up 
Link © 


without Security the DoE&rines they ha 


ſted on, and had been falſe to their Truſt com- 


mitted to them by God. And ſo would any, 
that ſhould do ſo now. ROUT SE 
F. The Continuation of Separate Commu: 
nion ſince the Deceaſe of my Lord of N. is 
t {urprizing on new · invented Principles, and 
* of dreadful Conſequence. Caſe in Fact, p. 1. 

G. Mr. D.'s old Friends deſire to know what 
he means by his new-invented Principles,dread- 


ful Conſequences, and Continuation of Separate 


Communion ! They ſay they know of no Con- 
tinuation of Seharate Communion, for they ne- 


ver ſeparated from Mr. D.'s nom Friends, but 


They did from them; And as for the new-inven- 
ted Prigciples that Mr. D. talks of, and their 


ſtraining their excellent Wits to find new Pre- 
Fences, ag Mr. D. complaiſantly ſpeaks, they 
ſay they know of none, but what Mr. D. him- 


ſelf firſt ſuggeſted and maintain'd, and refer to 


the Books Which he has written; and ſhew 
from them that the Terms are not ſo eaſyand 
conſiſtent, as he ould make us believe, with 
his old Opinion. They think, moreover, that 
Fey may honeſtly tell their eaſy Proſehres, 
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he is pleas'd to call thoſe, who ſtick to their 
old Principles, the avow'd Principles of the 
Church of England; that the Caſe is the ſame 
as it was before, and that their old Altar, the 
Altar of the old Church of England, is where 
it was, and that there 1s the Go Reaſon fill 
for juſtifying a Separate Communion from the 
publick, as when Mr. D. and his eaſy Proſe- 
lytes (to return his Complement) were with 
them. And they farther ſay, That they have 
not ſeparated from the whole Epiſcopal College, 
becauſe his Biſhops are not the true Epiſcopal 
College, nor can be, till they have renounc d 
the Hereſy with which Mr. D. has charg 
them, and have ſatisfy'd the old Church of Bg. 
land for the Schiſm they made, and of which 
Mr. D. has prov'd them guilty in his Vind. of 
the Depr. Biſbops, and they think they may 
expect a Ratification of all their Acts in Hea- 
ven better than Mr. D.'s nom Church, till they 
are prov'd to be out of the Cathokck Church, 
as he has formerlyprov'd his now Fathers and 
Brethren to have been; and therefore The 
have more reaſon to wr dreadful Conſe- 
quences than his old * He is poſitive 
that his new Friends b * Sc hiſin — the 
Spirit. His words are Ws © The Fathers 
+ of that [St.Cyprian's] ere unanimous 
t in believing that all Divers of the Unity of 
the Spirit loft thereby ALL the Right they 
had formerly to the Spirit, whoſe 8 
KR. been 


r 
e peen violated by them. This even St. Au- 
guſtine and his Followers granted (Caſe in 

View, p. 99.) They ALL agreed that Impoſition 

«of Hand: by the Biſhop was neceſaty for 
Converts from all oppoſite Commnions in or- 
ger to their Recovery of the Spirit, which | 
had been Los r and FORFEITED by their Di- 

© vi//on. Now, Sir, if the Spirit, according 

to Mr. D. were Los r and FORFEtTED by their - 

_ Diviſion, his old Friends would gladly know 

How they came by it again, having never re- 
Naum d their Schiſm, or receiv'd Impoſition of - 
Handi, in order to the Recovery of the Spirit, 
nee the Death of the Carbolick depriv'd Bi- 
ſhops; which Mr. P. ſays is neceſſury, and that 
without it the Re- union is imperfect, &c. Caſe 
in View, p. 99. And his old Friends ſay it 
ſounds very odly to call his new Fathers Spi- 
ritual Fathers, when they have loſt and forfei- 
ted the Spirit from which alone they can de- 


— 


Niue that Title. 890 


F. But, Sir, you don't conſider that Mr. D. 
fays (C.inView, p. 102) Plainly therefore the 
+ Impoſition of Hands here mention d, is not 
of Ordination, but that which was oppos'd to 

* Baptiſm of Water in the Reconciliation of 
* Penitents from other oppoſite Communions. - 
S. True, he does ſay ſo. But yet ſpeaking 
of ſome who purpoſely went over to the Bo- 
noſrans to get thoſe Orders from them which 
they could not have hop'd for from the * | 
R With 


\ 
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wich a hope of getting them in t9w/e recelv'd = 


upon their Return to the Church, from which 
= had departed on that very Proſpect, ſup- 
poſes them to have received nothing from Bo- 
noſus of what he defign'd to give them. And 
therefore he, with Pope Innocent the Firſt, 


concludes that the Hereticks Ad was utterly 


Iwalid. So, faith he, thoſe words of 11 
[Pope Innocent] do plainly enough import. Ad 
ſummam certe , qui nibil a Bonoſo acceperumt, 
rei ſunt uſurpatæ dignitatis, qui conſici 


atque id ſe putaverunt eſſe, quod de bis nulla 
fuerat regulari ratione conceſſum. He calls it 
nothing. He makes it Uſurparion to practice 
the Authority received from ſuch an Ordina- 


© tion. He makes it wholly pucaritions. Yet 
* he owns it in the Churches Power (if ſne 
thought fit) to allow them to practice the 


* ſame Power after their Reception, whiclt 


* himſelf calls Uſurpation, if they had pra@i- 


« fed it before, when notwithſtanding there 


had been no other Inpaſition of Hands us d in 


receiving them, than What was uſual in recei- 
« ving of ordinary Laicks who had not the leaſt 


© Pretenſions to any Eccleſiaſtical Power proper- 


« Iy ſo call'd. This, I think, ſays Mr. D. fully 
amounts to What I have endeavour'd to prove 


jn this Diſcourſe, that what was —_— 


given in Schiſm, might gain a validity, Which 


it wanted before, by the Churches Conſent 


, 
* 
* 


* 

3 
* 
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when the Perſon was capable of it, and the 
* Impediments-7emov'd which before had hin- 
* dred it) without a new Inveſtiture, Caſe in 
View, p. 108. Who, I pray, is yours, or Mr. D.'s 


bs,” Adverſary in this Cafe? His old Friends own 


that paſt Irregularitzes have been in general 
ratity'd, after a Reconciliation, but not Before. 
For the lame Mr. D. ſays, Arſenius, upon 
* his Reſtitution after his firſt Expulſion, ex- 
* prelly ratih d all the Orders that had been 
cCconferr d by the Intruder Nicephorus of Ephe- 
* fus. And in the Reconciliation made by Ni- 
hon of Cyzicus, one thing granted them was, 
That the Clergy ſhould ſubmit to a Penance of 
« forty days Suſpenſion ; No doubt, ſays Mr. D. 
as an acknowledgment that their whole Mi- 
« niſtry was in Right unlawful, as far as it had 


bbeen receivdin the Sebiſm. Vind. depr. Bi- 


s, Pp. 29. Orders given by de Facto Pa- 
es fe 3 Tile the 4 8 Patriarchs were 
living, were often ratify'd. upon a Reconci- 
lation of the Schiſm; but not whilſt the 
true Proprietors were living, and inſiſted on 
« their Claim. And even on the DEATH or 
© Reſienation of the true Patriarch, not on 
« account of the validity of the firſt Act, but 
eon account of the Ratification, either ex- 
© plicite or implicite, of the true Authority, 
which go a poſi-nate Right to what was 
« opiginally invalid. The poſt-nate Confirma- 
tions have by the Conſent of all Nations been 

= 88 thought 
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* thought ſufficient, and indeed neceſſary, for 
ending Controverſies, vhich otherwiſe muſt 
© have been undeterminable after the Death ot 
the Perſons concern d. And what has been 
* thought neceſſary on a publick accoumt, has 
* for that reaſon been thought right. And 
this Reaſoning from Publick Intereſt proceeds 
* as ſtrongly in Sacred as in Civil Societies, 
and obliges God in Equity to ratify ſuch fat- 
.* lures as areunavoidable, conſidering the na- 
ture of Human Societies as manag'd by fratl 
© and fallible Men. Mr, D.'s Anſw. to Biſhop 
Still. Queries. MS. And they ſay they do not 
fee but what Mr. D. ſays of Eccceſtaftical Sub- 
jets may be ſaid truly of Biſbops, with a 
ſmall Alteration. * If any either by any Cenſiure 
of their Swpertors, or by their own Reſiſtance 
and Separation from them, they be really ſe- 
* parated from their own Churches to which 
they were original} related, they muſt con- 
* ſequently be ſeparated from the Unity of the 
Catholic Church, nor can they be reſtor'd to 
* It, but by being re-united to x fry own par- 
© ticular Churches, and that by a Reconcilia- 
< tion as viſible as their Separation. Dod. Se- 
par. Ch. p. 589. As ſuppoſe, ſay they, we 
ſhould read thus, If any Biſhop either by any 
Cenſure of the Epiſcopal College, or by his 
© own Reſsſtance and N it, he be 
< really ſeparated from his own National 
« Church, to which he * originally related, 
11383 g [4 he 


he muſt eanſequently be ſeparated from the 
* Unity of the CatbolickChureb, nor can he be 
_ Freftord to it, but by being re-united to his 
don particular National Church, and that by 
1 Reconciliation as viſible as his Separation. 
For Reconciliation made without the Conſent 


v of the Church which had been particularly 


* ijurdby the Separation, muſt be invalid, and 
* cannot expect the Divine Ratification. 14.591. 
F. Well, Sir, granting all this, that — 2 
given by Schiſmatical or Heretical Biſnops 
have been ratiß d upon a Reconciliation, and 
that all Reconci/zations without the Conſent of 
the Church which had been particularly in- 
jur d ſignifies nothing, yet we ſay that upon 
the Death or Demiſe of the injur d depriv'd 
Biſhops, the Schiſimatical or Heretical Biſhops 
being actual Poſſefſors, and no one claiming a- 
gainſt them, are the true Canonical Biſhops, 
and Obedience is due to them, and them only. 
G. To this they anſwer in Mr. D,'s words, 
That Biſhops of another Communion noto- 
* riouſly and profeſſedly [and they muſt be 
4 fo, or elſe there could be no Schiſn] were 
never thought to fill Sees, or need Ca- 
* nonical Deprivations. The Cathalicks in 
* Conſtantinople and Antioch never {crupled the 
_ < ſubſtituting a Catholick Succeſſor, whenſo- 
ever the Catholick Biſhap deceas'd, tho there 
Was at the ſame time another Heretical Bi- 
+ ſhop, and in Conftantinaplea Novatian Biſhop 


© alſo 


„„ 
5s alſo in the ſame See. Nor did they nor the 
Cat holick Emperors concern themſelves for 

* the Synodical Deprivation of Heretical or 

« Schiſmatical Biſhops after the Hereſy and 

 * Schiſm had form'd a difference in Communion. 

Dad. Indep.Clerg y, p.65. *Nordidthey think 
the ſubſtituting other Biſhops in ſuch Sees 
without a previous Synodical Depoſition of 

* the Heretical or Schiſmatical Incumbent to 

be liable to the Charge of Schiſm, as it would 

have been in caſe the Incumbents had been 

* Biſhops of the ſame Communion. Id. Ibid. 
. | 

I When the difference of Communion was 

once form'd, then the Church never troubled 

her ſelf to inflict new Cenſures on every new 

Inſtance of the ſame Caſe. And there was 

5 reaſon for it. From the time that they conſti- 

+ tuted a diſtin Communion, ſhe reckon d 

them witbout, and with ſuch St, Paul him- 

+ ſelf denies her to have any thing to do. And 

tis plain that all the Church's Canons are on- 

ly for maintaining a Correſpondence between 
the ſeveral Juriſdictions of the ſame Commu- 
nion. Duty was never thought owing un- 


+ leſs in the ſame Subordination, which cannot 


be hut in the ſame Body, and in the ſame 
4 Communion. What need can there be of a 
« Spiritual Deprivation where nothing is alrea- 
dy due? Indeed what can they deprive him 
+ of, who has no Power which can intitle him 
STOUT © 5 to 
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riſdiction? What ſuch an Heretical or Schiſ. 
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Duty of the Catholick Subjects of his . 


< mmatical Biſhop may pretend over the Con- 
< ſciences of his own Hereticaland Schiſmatical 


. © Communicants, is not the Catholick Church's 


< Intereſt or Duty to meddle in. So in the ma- 
ny Sees of Africa, wherein it appears by 


Conference at Carthage, that there were Ca- 
t tbolick and Donatiſt Biſhops, the Catholicks 


© took no more notice of the Donatiſt Incum- 
© bents, whenever a Predeceſſor fail'd, than the 
© Donatiſ/ts did of the Carthbolick Biſhops of the 
© ſame Sees. —The like was the Cafe of the 
© many Arian Biſhops in the time of Conſtan- 


_ © 7:45 and downwards. Where there were no 
_ © Biſhops but ſuch, the Catholic hs acted as if 


© there were no Biſbops at all. Dod. Independ, of 
© Clergy, p. 66, 67. And an old Friend of 
Mr. D.'s ſays, © That a Diſtrict. poſſæſſing Bi- 


e ſhop on Catholic Terms lapſing into Schiſin, 


© loſes thereby his Diſtrict. right to officiate, 


and nothing leſs than his becoming a Con- 


vert, than a Church-Reception, and, in ſome 
4 meaſure, at the leaſt a re- inthroning can re- 
< inveſt him with it; and much leſs may we 


conclude, that a Diſtriti-Poſſeſſion on a full 


See will warrant the intruding Biſhop upon 
his becoming a Convert to exerciſe his Epiſco- 


p pal Function in that See to which he intru- 


ded, tho it were then vacant. There is no 
* Precedent in the Novatien and Donatiſt Con- 
* * troverſies, 


| - 
* 
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troverſies, that I have met with, of the Va- 
* lidity and Competency of ſuch. a Poſſæſſion; 
© in order to it, I am ſure the 8th Canon of 
© Nice, which, concerns the Novatians, is no 
* Precedent for it. Excerpts, p.15, 16. 
F. Does not Mr. D. in his 5 in View, p. 6. 
' fay, That the Poſſeſſr's Title muſt needs be 
good where there is no living diſpoſſeſs d 
* © Perſon who can pretend to have a better 
« Title? 27 "D&O 
S6. Yes, he does ſo. And his old Friends ſay 
that the Arians and Novatians might as juſtly 
have urg'd the ſame for themſelves upon the 
Death of the Carholick Biſhop in any Diſtrict. 
They might have ſaid, as well and as truly 
as the Catbolicks, and their Argument had 
deen as good, The Biſhop of ſuch a Diſtrict is 
dead, and our Biſhop is alone in Poſſeſſion, and 
therefore, 1f you conſecrate a new Biſhop for 
. FCuch a Diſtrict, you make a Schiſm, and go 
againſt the Rule of St. Cyprian and of the Ca- 
- tholick Church, which allows but one Biſhop 
in a Dioceſe; and fay, as St. Cyprian does, 
that ſecundus is nullils, that is no Biſhop at all. 
And they might have urg'd farther, that ſup- 
k polingus tobe what you call us, Schiſmaticks, 
yet our Biſhop being alone in Poſſeſſion upon 
your Biſhop's Death, and our Biſhop having 
been originally conſecrated by Catholick Biſhops, 
(Caſe inView, p. 28.) you muſt be the Schiſ. 
maticks, if you ha: 26 a full —_— for | 


hs 


__ © other B. 
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date enn be bur one Supream in owe Diff, 


who derives his Authority from God; for 
St. Cyprian takes it for a great Abſurdity to 
doubt whether any Biſhop who was alone in 
Poſſeſſion, did derive his Authority from God. 
Caſe in Vlem, p. 18.) Thus Mr. D.'s old Friends 

ſay they may argue, and that juſtly too. 
J Mr. D. in bis Caſe in Fad affirms, that 
the depriv'd Biſhops could not (unleſs they 


had gaind by their Deprivation a Power 


which they had not by their Conſecration) 

continue their Succeſſion. | 
G. Mr. D.'s old Friends grant that he does 
ſuy ſo; but then they ſay that the ſame Mr. D. 
does ſay, That Biſhops (as is agreed on all 
© fides) had all that Power given them [at 
their Canſecration] Which was requiſite not 
only for maintaining a Church at preſent, but 
S alfo for maintaining a Succeſſion in it, thro? 
* all ſucceeding Generations, They had, ſays 


he, the Power not only of making other 


- © Prieſts, who might adminifter the Sacraments 
during their own Lives, but alſo of making 


(bps, Who might convey this Power 
 *roothers; Pref to Sep. of Ch. p. vi. Vind, Dep. 
Biſbope, p. 75. Again he ſays, The Church 
is oblig d to take care that the ſupplying the 
Sees with hew Biſhops be not deferr'd ſo long 
* till the whole Epiſcopal Order be extin- 


T 
4 


* 
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dap avs. 5.95. And in p.99. he ſays, 
hey who had the Right of making and de- 
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« priving Biſhops [as doubtleſs hisTare Firhers 
— Mae the Ms Right till, and may re- 
ſume the Exerciſe of it when they pleaſe, 
and are oblig d to do fo, as they will approve 
themſelves * to their Tru, when they 


hall judge the Exigences of the Church re- 


« quire it. But ſappoſe the worſt come to the 
worſt, and the Deprived Biſhops were un- 
faithful to their Truſt, that is, had not taken 


care of the Swereſſion, they ſay Mr. D. can 


help them out, and enable em to make Bi- 
ſhops without Biſhops. reef gn 
. You ſurprize me! Mr. D. can never be 
guilty of ſuch an Abfurdity, after having writ- 
ten ſo many learned Diſcourſes in Defence of 
Epiſcopacy. You certainly wrong him. 
G. Let him ſpeak for himſelf. He ſays that 
the Primitive Biſhops ſ#em indeed to have been 
made ſo without Biſhops, His words are theſe, 
* Tam apt to think this nut have been the way 
* obſerv'dat firſt in the making of Biſhops, how 


_ © abſ6lute ſoever! conceive them to have been 


© when they were once made, and how invalid 
ſoever [think the actings of Presbyters would 
be which were done without his Confent at- 
ter his Conſecrution, tho* they were thoſe 
© VERY PRESBYTERS by Whom he had been 


* CONSEERATED. Dod. Separ. Cb. p. 5 22. Con- 


ſult the place and ſee whether I have wrong d 
him, and tell me whether you do not think that 
this may be reckon'd amongſt his 2 Concerts 

1 Aud 


| b He Were N of Paſtors {this looks as if 
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and 2 aero, DE. as his Dioceſan ſpeaks. 


7-1 This I muſt confeſs does no ways agree 
with what he ſays in his Caſe in View. p. 22. 


If che Supream fail, none can ſupply that but 


the Original Founder of the Conftitution: for 
all Subordinates muſt fall in courſe, when 
the Power falls from whence they derive theſe 
limited Powers to which alone they can pre- 
© tend. This is eſpecially certain in a Power 
* deriv'd from God, which no Human Power 
© can 'RENEW, unleſs i it receive a new Autho- 
© rity from God to do ſq, and this is the Caſe 
< of Ebiſcopacy. Caſe in View, p. 22. 
6. Let that paſs then. Bur I muſt tell you 


that your old Friends are not fſatisfy'd with 


what, Mr. D. ſays in his Caſe in View, «That. 
* a, Church, if all her Catholick Biſhops are 
„dead, may not apply to foreigg Biſhops (if 
* it be not abſurd to call Biſhops'bt the Gathe- 
lick Church Foreigners) for new Conſecrations. 
They ſay that Iheodoret in his Eccl, Hiſt. I. 4. 
Cap. 12. informs us, that Euſebius of Samoſata 


being baniſh'd into Thracia by the Emperor 
Valens, put on a military Habit and travel 


thro Syria, Phanice, and Paleſtine, where he 
19 5 1 Foreigner in Mr. D.'s ſenſe) made 

riefts and Deacons, and did other Eccleſia- 
"ſtical Offices. And if at any time in his Tra- 


vels he lighted on Biſbops that agreed with 


hun ! in. Doctrine, he ſat them over Churches 


2 % at 
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at that time there were Biſhops who' had no 
Diſtricts, or elſe that he robb'd one Church to 
ſupply another] which is not likely. Lucifer 
©Calaritanus, a Weſtern Biſhop, as Mr. D. 
_ himſelf informs us, had no Juriſdiction at An- 
tioch, yet finding no other Biſhop there but 
# ſuch as he judg d Arian, if not in Opinion, 
© yet at leaſt in Communion , as having been 
© conſecrated by thoſe of the Arian Commu- 
nion, he took upon him to ſubſtitute another, 
* and to aſſiſt at his Conſecration, as Catholick 
Biſhop may do where there is no Biſhop at all. 
Vind. N- Biſhops, p. 68. And Mr. D. more 
than once ſays that an Heretical Biſhop 1s not 
eapable of being a Biſhop, and therefore can 
be no Biſhop at all; he may be, as Mr. D. 
ſomewhere ſpeaks, a Nominal, but never be 
a Real Biſhop. Nay Dr. il. Higden, 2 Friend 
of Mr. D.'s, in his Caſe of Sureties in Ba- 
ptiſm, p. 3. fays, that neither Hereticks nor 
Schiſmaticks were ever thought fit to be God- 
fathers, much leſs then can they be Right Re- 


verend Fathers in God, as all Carholick Bi- 


| ſhops are truly ſtib'd. His words are theſe. 
_ © Withreſpe&'to theſe two Conditions Faith 


and Obedience] of the Baptiſmal Covenant, 


5. ] might obſerve, that none that ever I heard 
of tought 2 Heretic fit to be a God. father 
to 4' Child. For what reaſon? Becauſe he 


can be no Surety to the Child's Faith. And 


F7 * as much reaſon ought he to exelude a 
D 3 Schiſe 
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4 „bee for ie can — no 4 dor the 
* Child's Education Education in the right | 
Ades is wache in the third N pn | 
Covenant, as well as the Belief of any 
0 TR. of Faith is in the ſecond: And thexe- 
fore tobe in Catholick Communion hath always 
© been. held neceſſary, as well as to 3 
© Ozchodpx Faith; and Schſin Nas ever loo d 

upon to be dangerous to the Souls of Men, 
das Well as Hereſy. And if an Man doubts 
of this, he might eafily be conving d, but 
6 for the preſent let him remember that the 

5 8 equally prays, to be deliver d from 


From all fal 7 n Hereſy and Sehiſm 
« good Lord deliver us, 

J. But what can e ſays Mr. P. but 5 

that thoſe, Conſecrations Which wanted. no; 
thing neceſſary to their Validity at firſt, «hq 
the Yacangy of the Sees, may then at leaſt, 
attain that nat Validity (which. before they had 
not). when, the Secs became actually and fair- 
ly; vacant. 

G. To this Mr. D.'s old Friends anſwer, 
that their Conſecrations wanted ſeveralchings 
neceſſary, as he very well knows, and that 
their Sees were not a&ually and fairly vacant, 
ſo long as there were any Biſhops of the Ca- 
tholick Church that own d the Communion 
af the deceas d depriu d Biſnops. The Diſtrict 
— they ſay, would be vacant, but ” 

ne 


 Tw} 
the Church. It would ſtill be a Catholick and 
Epiſcapel Church and a Biſhop: that ſhould 
pretend to it, having been conſecrated in the 
Schiſm, would have nomore Right to it than 
the Biſhop of Rame or Conſiantmople till he 
had renounc'd his Schifm, and had been duly 
elected into it by thoſe who had the Power of 
electing their Biſhop, or at leaſt receiv'd by 
Impoſition of Hands. God expects that the 
* lawful means, which he by his Providence has 
* ordain'd for the Preſervation of his Church, 
* be duly adminiſtred: Iay lawful ;, for as for 
unlamful means there can be no ſuch thing in 
nature. For nothing that is unJawfulcan ever 
be the means of any good, much leſs of ſo 
great a good as that is, And thereſore tis plain- 
Iy the Devils Device to put Men upon attem- 
pting ſuch things for the Church, which he 
* knows can never do it good, but hopes may 
prove its Ruin. Be ſure tis Chriſt alone that 
doth or can defend his Church: and there- 
fore they that would be ſubſervient to him in 
ſſo good a Work, muſt take fuch Meaſures, and 
uſe ſuch Means as he preſcribes or allows of 
in his Holy Goſpel. And if that be done, we 
need trouble our Heads no more about it, but 
leave it to his Protection who hath 2. Power 
* both-in Heaven and Earth committed to him, 
and who has given us his on infallible Word 
for it, that the Gates of Hell ſball never pro- 
5 vail, againſt his Church. BH * 


r 1 

Pol. 1. p. 254. Suppoſe Oliver Cromwel had, 
to ſtrengthen his Uſurpation, wheadPFd ſome 
of the eſected Biſhops then in being to conſe- 
crate Biſhops both into full and vacant Sees, 
would not thoſe Biſhops have been Schiſma- 
ticks.as well as Rebels, and would not their Sees 
have been look d on as vacant upon the Reſto. 
ration of the Monarchy and Epi ſropacy? they 
ſay they believe they would, and juſtly too, 
becauſe the Conſecrators and thoſe that were 


conſecrated into the vacant Sees, would not 


have been Biſhops of the Church of England, 
becauſe they were Rebels and Traytors, and un- 
der an ipſo facto Excommunication by the 2% 


Canon; they might have Poſſeſſion but could 


have no Right till the 91d College had received 


them again into their Communion, by Impoſition 


of Hands, upon renouncing their Schiſin; as 
the King might receive them into Favour upon 
renoumncing their Rebellion, and begging Pardon. 
Mr. D. tells us, according to St. Cyprian, that 
Schiſinatical Biſhops are not only muli no Bi- 
ſhops at all, but alieni & foris, that is, I think, 
aut of the Church. How then can they, barely 
upon the Demiſe of a Catholic Biſhop be again 
in the Church; and not only ſo, but Head, 
ſoꝰ Cornelius, ſays Mr. D. being once validly 
Biſhop of Rome, Novatian could never be a 
Biſhop of that ſame Diſtrict without the Death, 
Ceſſion, or Deprivation of Cornelius; and that 


ſuppoſing him no Biſhop of thar place, to which 


ral- 


— 


A 


ö 


[ 


| 


Had 


1 
he was conſecrated, he could be no Biſhop at 
alt. He was profanus, he was foris. St, Cyprian 
and his Colleagues ſuppos'd Novatian out of 
the Catholick in general, by being out 'of 
that 8 Church of Rome of which he 

lad formerly been a Member, And they al- 
Þ ſuppos'd Novatian to have caft himſelf out 


. 


of his own Body, by aſſuming to himſelf the 
Name of the Head of that Body which alrea- 
dy had a Head, and could haye no more than 
one. —All whom they [the Catholick Biſhops] 
look d upon as united with Novatian they con- 
ſequently look'd on as divided from them- 
felves. Thus all Subje&s come to be involv'd 


peo to our preſent Caſe, all the Biſhops 
Ill be involvd, who communicate either 
with the principal Schiſmaticks, or the Schif- 
matical Conſecrators, and this will take in all 
Communicants with ſuch Biſhops,” Vind. Depr. 
| Biſbops, p. 20. e e, 
F. Mr. D. ſays An unanimous actual Rece- 
* ption, by the concluding Votes of the whole 
goa, has the fame Force inEle&ive Succeſſion, 
that Devolution can pretend to in thoſe that 
* are Hereditary, This therefore will legiti- 
© mate the Succeſſion of Schiſmatical Bilbops, 
in caſe the Depriv'd Biſhops have ſubſtituted 
* no Swcceſſors to fill their Vacancies. Caſe 
r 


: 
* 


G. To 


& — 


as well as himſelf. —Thus to make the Ap- 


* 
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* of his Intrisſon. 2dly, The ye anſwer, 
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G. To which they anſwer, /, That if, as 
ee Nafſerts in Gierl of his late Frags, 
ives Right, and that any Biſhop 
St is 12 gfe in, Poſſeſſion, derives: his Power 
from. God, thexe-can be, as they „ ” 
need, of the Reception o of the Biſhop b 


ele 718 of the Peoples — 9 


Votes. Mr. D. talks of Poſſſſian and Reception, 
but there as no ſuch Novigo amoug the An- 
ents, as Mr. D. very well eg „ no one 
ttex, who forbad WS ſteg into vacant 

Sees , tho! the People de rd.them, and there 
Vas no particular Perſon cl aiming againſt them. 
k Was hot therefore the Right of any /ugle 
Claimant. that was ſo conſiderable, but the 
Rig be of the Collage; for if it ſhould be al- 


| low d, the Peace and Harmony of the College 


Would ſoon be at an end. See Canc. Antioch, 
Gen, 16. and Dr. Beveridge ſne ws Baſſiqnus 
and Stephanus to have been depos'd, from E- 


Pbeſus on that account. Notes n this Canan. 


And this Precaution of the Church barrs all 
the pretence of Poſſeſſion, on which Mr. D. lays 
Io much ſtreſs. Poſſeſſion. of a. Biſboprick, in 


| WO is the Poſſe/ton, of a Right, to gavern-the 


5 and no one can have that Without the 
Fab of the College. As in the Caſe of 
St. Chryſoſtam, whom Acticus ſucceeded, but, 
notwithſtanding: his Poſſeſſion, was notallow'd, 
tho' there Was no /in 2 Claimant againſt him, 


that 


the conchading 

that is, of- all, the-Qlxrgy and- Licks 
da, yet they ſay They can t pretend to it, fo 
do no more allow a Schiſfnatiea Party 
in the Church to be the Chuck, than a, Bar 
ctious and Rebellipus Party in the State to be 
the States; and that their Reception of Biſhaps 
can give no Right at all, till they have ſixſt 
prov d themſelves toe the Church Andthey 
Wiſn that My. Dy had forbora that harſh Ex- 
Preſſion, That this MUST; QBL1Gk Cod to ra- 
tify their 4 in Hæauan, till theꝝ had made it 
appear that they are inveſted. with his Power 
an Earth, by tha Reception nig. their C. 

minal Part. 

J. Mr. D. ſays he cannot fin that the Ca. 
tholick Church « ever doubted of the Right-of 
a ſingle Perſon in a vacant See after the Death 
of — infur d Predeceſſor, nor farther that 
ever made a ſcrupulous Retroſpection in 
G. Validity of the As of injurious Prede - 
ceſſors, x 0 the injurious. Prſſeſſors were alone. 
poſſeſi d without any Rival who could pretend 
a better Claim, Caſe in Viem, p. 82. 
6. They fag; Mr. D. runs ſtill on his ſingle 
Perſons and vacant Sees, but they ſay. that he 
Injury was not only to the Perſons, hut to the 
(vhs and oy = 4 not ſo va 
cant. but it might be ſappy d hy a Ne 
E hs the Deceaſe of the injur d Biſhop, 


and 


SE... 
and thatmoſt regularly, if Biſhops, as Mr. D. 
ſays, may not make their Succeſſors. They 
ſay a Church being fill d by a Schiſmatical Bi- 
ſhop-1s not H at all; for he that is no Bi- 
feof of the Catbolick' Church can never be ſo 
a Biſhop as to fill a See, at leaſt not de jure, 


| whatever he may do de facto. And that Re- 


troſpection has been made, they ſay is plain 
from what has been cited out of Mr. D. con- 
cerning Arſenius, &. But granting that the 
Sebiſmatical Biſhop had no Rival till the Ca- 


tholick Church could ſubſtitute a Catholick 


Biſnop, yet as ſoon as he. was ſubſtituted, he 
Was his Rival, or rather the Schiſmatical Bi- 
fhop was Rival to him, who alone had the 
Right to the Flock, But ſuppoſe farther that 
_ were no Catholick Biſhop conſecrated to 
ie vacant See, yet the Church would not 
be a Vacancy, as long as there were any Biſhops 
of the true Communion to head them, and be 
4 Principle of Unity to them. Let us ſuppoſe 
likewiſe the Church in a very corrupt State, 
as it was when Arianiſm fo far prevail'd as 
that the generality turn'd 'Arians. Did the 
Catholicks go over to and communicate with 
the Ari ans becauſe they had Poſſæſſion of the 
Diſtricts? I believe neither you nor Mr. D. 
will ſay ſo. What would become of the Ca- 
tholick Church at this rate? Let us ſuppoſe 
that the Roman Catbolicks here in England 
had; as they have done all along in Ireland, 
bits | | 92 con- 
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continud their Succeſſiun, and upon the eje- 
cting of all the Church of England Biſhops in 
K. Charles the Firſt's Days, had declar'd that 
they were the lawful Biſhops being a&ual Poſ- 
ſeſſors, muſt all the Engliſh Epiſcopal Prote- 
ſtants preſently have run over to them, that 
they might not ceaſe to be an Epiſco al Church? 
I trow not, tho' I muſt confeſs Mr. D. ſays 
ſomething like it. I grant indeed, ſays he, 
* that upon the Suppoſition that the Popiſh Bi- 
© ſhops on the account of the Invalidity of their 
La- deprivations retain'd a Right in Conſcience 
over the Proteſtants N it had been 


in the Power of the Popiſb Biſhops to have 


© perpetuated the Invalidity of. our Succeſſion, 
jf themſelves had pleas d. That might have 
© been by keeping up a Succeſſion down to our 
Times [as they have done in Ireland Mr. D. -s 
native Country] of their own, which, on 
* that Suppoſition, had been the better Title. 
For, ſays he, by the ſame reaſon as the Title 
of their fir/t Perſons in their Succeſſion had 

© been better than the Title of the firſt in our 
£ Succeſſion; their whole Succeſſion alſo, 
* which had been nothing but a Propagation 
© of that ſame firſt better Title, had been 


© better than ours, which had been alſo a 
© like continuation. of the ſame Title which 
originally had been worſe of the two. And 
therefore as the confeſſedly better Title in the 


© fir(t Perſons in their Succeſſion had made the 


: ET 


: v „n M Sur reſton Schifmaticks; 
ke n fe of theſr 


© whole Strcefſion had alſo made our bel 
© Su fie Seder, D#&r. of rhe Ch. 
Php. conrening Thdependeniy, p. 71, But 

Popiſh Biſhops not keeping bp their Sucteſſton 
—4 ki land, the Naben, tho* they 


al' Church, as long as they heartily de- 
1255 Reſtoration of the Billops o thei | 
own Commwnton, and waited patiently till 
oe? Mould reſtore them. Poſſellion without 
e Title can give no Right, but with a juſt = 
Title it always does; and whoever claims 
againſt Tuch 2 ofen is but a mere Preten- 
ters But if he has a Right and not Poſſeſſion, 


De chat has the Foſſeſſton is Poſcſſor rule fidei, 


725 thietefore at beſt but an Hrruder or an 
er, und therefore the Subjects of ſuch 
7 Biſhope, as Mt. D. is pleas'd to call 
ncceſſors, may hope for the Myſti- 
a Beets Which Mr D. Caſe in Fuct, p. 13. 
z pleas d to deny them. Nay Preſcription it 
{elf in the caſe of Schiſm 17 never make a 
Right; for und initio vitipſum eſt, tractu tem- 
ports non pore ft ronvaleſcere. 
J. Mr. D. tells you (Cue in E. 5. 16.) IF 
you have no Biſhops, Segregation from Epiſco- 
pal Conmumium, under Pa, will not ſe- 
cure the Name of a Chinch as a priviley'd Bo- 
85 7 any of the » belonging G 15 
6 0 


epriv'd of their Biſhops, were fill an 


4 71 
8. To this they anſwer, that they thin 
themſelves ſafer under Preſbyters, and Without 
Biſbops, than they ſhould be under Schiſma- 
tical or Heretical Biſhops, Who cannot be Bi- 
ſhops of the Catbolick Church, as 1 1.5 
they pray for Cat holick Biſhops. And the 
Hy, as the Bleſſed Martyr K. Charles the Fir 
did, They had rather be condemn'd to the 
© Woe to bim that is alone, than to that Woe to 
t you Hypocrites, by ſc wg . pray what they 
© do not approve, With /i«c Biſhops, . 


J. Segregation under Preſbyters only, will 
at length in courſe incline them who are guil- 
ty of it, to acquieſce under a Preſbytery. 
9 His old Friends ſay there is no fear of 
that. They are as much, or more for Ortho- 
dox Epiſcopacy than Mr. D. himſelf and his 
new Friends, and therefore no fear of layin 
under the Imputation of Schi, which ry 
always did, and ftill do oppoſe, and that 1 
their only Crime. They do, as well as Mr. D. 
ſtill charge the Seclarian Conventicles with 
Sthiſm. They did not, as Mr. D. ſuggeſts, 
juſtify their Separation only on Lay-depriva- 
tions, or perſonal Injuries, They deny his new 
Fathers, if ſtill Hereticks, or Schiſmaticks, a 
Power to impoſe Prayers. They deny that 
their Sentiments.are the ſame with the Non- 
Conformiſts. They ſay that they think their 
Preſence at ſome Prayers, which to them ſeem 
to reſled on God's Attributes, is ſinful, and their 
5 Preſence 
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Preſence at them is a ſtrong Preſumptionthat | 


they aſſent to them, otherwiſe, they ſay, they 
cannot be ſaid to communicate with the Mi- 


niſter and the Congregation, becauſe all the 
Prayers are offer d up by the Miniſter, who is 


© Congregation. If any Man be preſent at the 
Offices without joining in them, they ſay, they 


do not ſee what need there was of the Parlia- 
ment's making an Act againſt occaſional Con- 


formity ;, or Mr. D.'s giving himſelf the trou- 
le of Writing, and the World the trouble of - 
Reading his Book againſt it. They ſay that 


at this rate Jews, Turks, Infidels, and Here- 
ticks may be of one Communion, if they may 


be ſaid to communicate when they agree but 
in ſome few of the Colle&s, how much ſoever 
they may diſſent from others. Will not this be 


a moſt excellent Catholick Communion, or ra- 
ther an univerſal Comprebenſion. This certain- 


1y will make Peace in all Churches or no- 


thing will. This is an Expedient that none 
could findout till Mr. D. made the Diſcovery, 


who out of his great Love to Unity has foun 
out a way to heal a Schiſm from the Church, 
by making a greater Breach in it. But I be- 
lieve I tell you ſome News. Ute 
F. Phat is it?: 

G. Why, they ſay Mr. D. is, of at leaſt 


Vas once of their Mind, if they rightly un- 


„. | 
Fe 10 


vt - * 


Mouth to em all, in the Name of the ul? 


. 


1 


1 ; 


Tel 
. Tis very likely theyds notunderfinad” 


6. L will give you his on Words, and 
lane you and his dear Friends to make the beſt 
of them. None, ſays he, (in his Conſi- 


dierations of pr eſent Concernment, p. 34.) can 


be of that Teng Communion Who can- 
not veraciouſly join in the principal Exerciſe. 
of Communion, their publick ſolemn Offi- 
ces: For with what Confidence can any 
offer up thoſe Devotions to the God of 
« Truth, which he believes falſe? How can 
© he a Amen to thoſe Prayers which he does 
not believe to be true? or how can he be 
ſaid to join or communicate in thoſe Prayers 
* to-Which he cannot ſay amn? 

J. Ay! But Mr. D. and his Friends do 
nat join in thoſe Prayers, nor ay Amen to 


them. 


„6. Why then his old Friends lay they do 
not communicate with them in their publick 


_ Offices. They cannot apprehend how that 


can be call'd Communion wherethe Congres 


gation do not join in all the publick folemn 


Offices. This, they ſay, muſt at beſt be but 


a broken, partial, imperfect, but can never be 


call'd an entire Communion, and is not 


ſo they ſay is no Communion at all, Where 


two or three are met together in my name (faith 
bur Saviour, Matth. 18. 20.) there am I in the 


midſt of them, How * be truly faid 


— 2 
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be met together in Chriſt's Name, who _ 

to join in thoſe Prayers that are offer'd u upby 
ey 


the Miniſter in his Name? And how can 
expe& him to be in the midſt of them when 
uch Prayers are offer d up as they know muſt 
be an Affront to him: For all Snful, or offen- 
us Prayers, as Mr. D. calls them, muſt be 
an ect, re to that God who hateth Ini- 
__ quikg, . 
F F. Mr. D. in his Letter to Arebbiſhop Ten. 
ſays thus, As to the Prayers, by ours taken 
© for inmoral, ſo much inſiſted on 'by the Ex- 
eellent Mr. Ketrlewell, for my part I never 
thought them ſufficient to oblige to a Sepa- 
+ ration, ſo long as our Preſence at them was 
© not interpreted as an Argumefi of Aſſent to 
them. | 
6. But Smale, lay they, the generality 
of the Congregation ſhould interpret them as 
an Afſent. And indeed all that do not know 
their-Mind, will of courſe interpret them ſo. 
But feeing Mr. D. has quoted the excellent 
Mr. Ketriewell his Friends defire he would 
read and conſider the following Paſſage in his 
Chriftian Communion, Part. 3. p. to5. What- 
© ever Compliance may be made for a time; 
« yet, as the ſinful Mixtures grow more fixed, 
and the Iniquity is more open and barefac'd, 
when it greatly and evidently-pollutes De- 
6 votions; and corrupts Mens Principles and 
Practices, and is carry on by all Ars and 
54 A , * Endea- | 
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«© Endeavours to entrap and catch Souls, there 
© js more apparent Ae to ſtand off from 

« them. And then they are bound, 1 conceive, 
* and, as I think, I have ſhewn (Part I.) to 
« afford God's faithful People more ſafe, and 
* falutary, and Chriſtian Adminiſtrations; And 
© the People, without any hindrancefrom the 
© Precepts of Peace and Union, are to break 
© of from the other, and to join therein, So 
that ſuch unlawful matter in Prayers, 
* cially ſtill as it grows more apparent and hei- 
© nous, and more firmly fix d therein, is e- 
* nough to carry People off, notwitliſtanding 
their deſires of Peace and Union, from any 
© Aſſemblies, tho they had not added Anti- 
« Biſhops to head their unlawful Mixtures, or 
s — an open Scbiſm in the Church. 
— Mr. D. ſays he took the Right of publick 

ces to belong to the Governors of the Com- 

umnion who might bond fide differ in Opi- 
nion from their Subjects, 3 
were to be ccnelubed by them even when di 
ferent from their private Opinions. 

G. True. Mr. D. does ſay ſo. But headds, 
That this Power of concluding us he takes to 
extend to all things that are not Heretical or 
Sechiſmatical. Thoſe things he owns indiſpoſe 
a Man from being a Member, and therefore 
from having an Authority in the Body. Now 
this is the very thing his Adverſaries Rick at. 
* ſay, as he does, BY they do not think 

2 it 
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it juſt to ſeparate from a Church that is nei- 
ther Heretical nor Schiſmatical; but they 
think, if the Church be both, and the Do- 


rines, which they think falſe, mix'd with 


their Prayers, they may and ought to ſepa- 


rate from them. We muſt know, ſays the 
profound Mr. Mede, that the Actions of 
Men in holy Aſſemblies are not like their 
* private Actions at other times; for all the 
. Actions here are not the Actions of ſeveral 
© Men, but to be accounted as one Action of the 


© whole: Body: which makes St. Paul uſe the - 


« Phraſe when ye come together em , «ain, to 
© be, as it were, one and the ſame, 1 Cor. 1 1. 20. 
Every Prayer here is not many Prayers, of 
many, but one Prayer of all, as one. Whe- 


© ther we ſay I in the ſingular, or toe in the 


© plural, all is one; for I here expreſſes one 
made of many, Whatſoever Worſhip God 


requires therefore of any one alone, the ſame 


© he requires alſo of all met together as one; 
© for he is God as well of the Body of the 
Church as a Boa, as of any one in the Church 
* as a Chriſtian; Meade, p. 270. The Cele- 
- © bration of the Euchariſt (ſays St. Ignatius) 

© js not {ound nor effetual but under the Bi- 
« (bop, that is, in the Unity of the Church, 


therefore Sacrilege in them that attempt it. 
His reaſon is to our purpoſe; © for if the 


Prayer of one or two have that force, ſaith 
he, that God ſtands in the midſt of them, 


chow 


\ 
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* how much more ſhall the Prayer, wherein 
the Biſhop and Church agree, prevail? That 
Prayer wherein they agree + 77m to make 
the Sacrament the Bread of God, to them 
that agree in it; therefore that, wherein 
they agree not, leaves it as it Vas, no Bread 
* of God, but the Subject of their Sacrilege. 
© If this be not enough to enforce the vertue 
* of Publick Prayers, nothing will ſerve the 
turn. It is the Agreement of the Congrega- 
* tion in their Prayers, that makes the Ele- 
* ments, the Supper of the Lord with St. Paul; 
* the Bread of God with Ignatius, to them 
that agree: thoſe that agree not fail of the 
* Grace, fail not of committing Sacrilege. 
Thorndike Rel. Aſſemblies, p. 185. We aſſem- 
© ble together that we may as it were with 
joint Forces offer up our Requeſts unto God, 
Tertull. Apol. cap. 29. 8 
He cannot be innocent that holds Commu- 
nion with thoſe that are guilty of ſuch high 
Crimes in any thing that ſeems to countenance 
them; tho God's Service be a thing preten- 
* ded, as in their, i. 6. Rebels Thani ivints 
and Humiliations; fo St. Auguſtin, 16 two 
© will not walk together, ſaith the Prophet, 
(Amos 3. 3.) unleſs they agree. So it is the 
Puty of every Chriſtian not to betray the 
* Truth by his Silence or Countenance, but to 
* contend for it againſt all Actions that ſeem'to 
0 favour the Succeſs of an unjuſt Cauſe, groun. 
2 — . "8 
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: dedi in Rebellion, or tending to the maintain- 


© inganuſurp'd Power FJudg. 11. 3. And there- 
fore we ought by ſeparating from them to e- 
* prove their Errors, 2 Cor. 4. 17. Eph. 5. 7, 
11, 15. in that our Actions — a Tongue in 
them, as well as the Corn, Earth, and other 
inanimate Creatures, P/. 19. So that tho Hu- 
+ miliations and Thankſgiving are pious and 
* religious Duties in themſelves, yet whencalłd 
to advance any amjuſt Intereſt, or to counte- 
© nance it, our Preſence there entitles us totheir 
din (tho? we abhor it, and the Miniſter, at 
* that time, preach 2gainſt it) in that the end 
for which it was commended terminates and 
« ſpecificatesthe: Duty in all ordinary and pub- 
Ack Interpretation; and makes us give, by our 
© Preſence, Offence to the Innocent, confirm the 
* wwicked, and pariake of their Crimes; ſo ag 
0 3 in that caſe is better than Sacri 
fics. Supr. Pomer and Com. Right, p. 96. 
Jour 5 — ſays Biſhop Hal, at 1do- 
c latrous Devotion 15 unlawful upon a double 
Ground; of Sin and of Scandal: of Sin, if 
_ © you partake | in the Idolatry; of Scandal, if 
Jou do but ſeem to do it. The Scandal 15 
* threefold: you confirm the Offenders in 
their Sin, you draw others by your Exam- 


ple into Sin, you grieve the Spirits of thoſe 


© wife Chriſtians that are {ad Witneſſes of 
your Offence, urn wa er of Conſe: 
R I Tray we 
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F. But Mr. D. fays their continuing long 
in the State of Segregation under Preſbyrers, 
without Biſbops, muft oblige them, in their 
own Defence, to _—_—_ the Rights of "oy 

.. 
FG Why ſo? ma they not have Biſhope, 
tho' they have no Diftri## Biſhops? Are not 
all Biſhops Biſhops of the Catbolick Church, 
(tho? Mr. D. in his way ridicules it) and may 
not any one have recourſe to ſuch in caſe of 
a Vacancy, which often happens, without de- 
preſſing the Rights of Biſhops, or making thoſe 
Offices unneceſſary which they are foro d tb 
want whilft they have no Biſhops-of their 
own? Or why muſt they be contented under 
Prefbyterian Government, when they have 
been for a while inur'd to it, and to the want 
of thoſe Offices which are perform'd by none 
but Biſhops? His old Friends ſay they cannot 
Tee the neceſſity of thefe Conſequences. But 
ſuppoſe now his old Friends ſhould tell him 
that he and his Proſelytes are in a much more 
dangerous Condition than they can be, be- 
cauſe his Diſtrict Biſbops havide forfeited and 
loft the Spirit, and never recover q it, can give 
neither Confirmation nor Orders, nor conſecrate 
the Euchariſt till they have recover d it, which 
they have not yet done, nor are like to do 
till they repent, Gc. and are receiv d Again 
into the Church from which they have 55 
youu themſelves. For what Mr. D. 
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_ CCaſe in Fati, p. 23.) ſpeaking of valid Bi- 
ſbops exerciſing their Authority in Furiſdifions 
already occupy d, they are Enemies to Chriſt 
himſelf, the {ame may be as truly ſaid of Bi- 
ſhops once validly conſecrated, but turning 
Sebiſmaticks, that * by breaking the Unity of 
the Spirit they loſe the Spirit, and can no 
longer convey the Spirit to others when they 
have diſunited themſelves from the Bond 
? of the Spirit. Their Covenaniing for Hea- 
ven and Forgiveneſs of Sins, and all things 
£ of that nature, Which none but Chriſt can 
perform for them, muſt be invalid, and con- 
+-vey:no Right at all whilſt themſelves are 
Alien: from the Covenant, and have loſt the 
FRigbt they had receiv d at their Conſecration, 

of tranſacting on God's part of the Cœuenant. 
Moreover Schrſmaticks were, as Mr. D. ſays, 
"(Caſe in Fact, g. 26.) by the Antient Rules 
doll Catbolick Diſcipline, judg'd uncapable of 

Ming Sees, and if ſo, they could be no Bi- 
hops at all; for Mr. D. will not allow a Bi- 

hop of the Catholic Church without a Di- 
fer. Find. Depx. Biſbops, p. 19. Def. p. 82. 
The Separation (not only whilſt it was 
e (as Mr. D. ſays) for it is ſo ſtill 
it were ever ſo) was not grounded only.on 
A rightly deſign'd Zeal for aſſerting the Rzgbrs 
of Epiſcopacy againſt Lay-deprivations, but for 
'  _ the! aſſerting and maintaining the Dottrines 

f the Church of England, which were a Da- 
W l. ee Peſtum 


"+ 
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E. 
poſitum committed to them; and if they had 
not inſifted on their Rights, they had not been 
faithful to their Truſt, but Betrayers of it; 
and of this mind Mr. D. was once, as is ſhewn 

above. The Plea of perſonal Faults, Mr. D. 
ſays, even in Biſhops, has been long ſince 
condemn'd as Schiſmatical, in the Donatiſts, 
but what then? will it therefore be ſo when 
the Faults are more than perſonal, and are de- 
_—_ upon Principles, and thoſe notoriouſly 

alſe. a Fl 
4 J. Mr. D. ſays that they [his preſent Ad- 
verſaries] do not believe that Preſbyters have 
any Right to conſecrate and ſettle an Epiſco- 
pacy over themſelves. 

6. True. His old Friends do not believe 
that Preſtyters have any Right to conſecrate, 
tho Mr. D. believes they had. Separ. of 
Cburc hes, p. 522. as before quoted. And 
therefore they think they ſhall be under no 
Temptation of encroaching on the Epiſcopal 
Prerogative of Ordination, and when they 
do, they ſay they will give Mr. D. and all bis 
Friends leave to ſay that there is no Diffe- 
rence between them and our preſent Preſbyte- 


rians, * 1 

J. But ſuppoſing (as Mr. D. does) that 
* the foremention'd Biſhops had all that Power 
* conferr'd on em which our late invalid de- 
* priv'd Fathers were poſſeſsd of, even that 
oft acting in the Name of the Church __ 
2 6 : 
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* land; yet even that Power could not war- 


* rant their continuing a Separation fince the 
* Death of thoſe who had. given it . 155 
in F. p. 25. 
G. Why ſo? 
nk Becauſe there can now be no Pretends 
r a Schiſin, when there are no Claimers of 
* thoſe ſame Altars, beſides thoſe who are 
_ © poſſeſs d of them, and who are therefore 
* rightfully poſſeſs'd of them, becauſe they are 
© alone poſleſs'd of them without any Kivals- 
* who can plead a better Claim. And the 
* Contagion of the Schiſmimult ceaſe in courſe 
When the Stbifm it ſelf is difcontinu'd, — 
The reaſon is plain, becauſe the Contag ion 
of Schiſm, Which enabFd their Lordſhips to 
act in other Dioceſes beſides their ow nm 
* * coar'd with their Lordſhips Perſons, as be- 
ing grounded on their Lordſhips en 
. * 2 Caſe i in Fact, p. 27. 

G. Mr. D.'s Plea for Poſſeſſion and perſon! 
Rights has been ſo often anſwer'd, that 'tis 
needleſs to ſay any more of it in this place. 
F. Plurality of Votes will now undoubt- 

+ edly carry things that are tranſatted in the 
Name of the Churchof England againſt them, 
Caſe in Fact, P. 8 
6. Very well! then we muſt pol for our 
Religion it ſeems, and moſt Voices muſt car- 
xy it. Certainly the Church of Chrift had ne- 


ver ee over the more meme rous _ 


. 
of 7eme and Heathens if this Method had been 
taken: neither would the Catholicks prevail d 
againſt the Arians, or the Reformation againſt 
Popery, if Majority of Votes mult always car- 
ry it. I do not, I confeſs, like this way of 
_ polling for Religion. Mr. D.'s Adverſaries ſay 
that they think the ſmaller number of Biſhops, 
upon commencing of the Schiſm, had a Right 
to act in the Name of the whole Church of 
England, and that they were enabl'd by a 
Minority of Suffrages to counterbalance the 

reater Number of Biſhops of their own Orde#; 
Theme, as Schiſmaticks and Criminals, the 
had no Right to be reckon'd as Biſhops of the 
true Church of England, and they till think 
they have no Right, till they do renounee 
their Schiſm;, and not only fo, butpublickly 
declare againſt thoſe falſe Principles, by 
which they juſtify'd their Schiſm, and fo, 
according to Mr, D. became Hereticks as well 
as Schiſmaticks, | 
J. They, the Adherents to the depriv'd 
«* Biſbops, can henceforward pretend no Ob- 
© ligation in Conſciencè to continue their Se- 
* paration in order to the Continuance of the 
* Church of England, which is a Name they 
can no longer pretend to. Caſe in Fact, p. 28. 
G. Lis very hard indeed, what! may they 
not pretend to the Name £ Muſt they be im- 
church d for no other reaſon but for defend; 


and ſuffering for the Doctrines of the Chur 


- 
- 


of 
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of -England, for the Dodrines of the Catho- 
lick Church, and, in a word, for the Do&rines 
of Chriſt and his Apoſtles 2 This they ſay i is 
hard, very hard indeed. 

J. Not ſo hard neither, as you imagine, 
ſince they cannot now continue their Sch. 
ration Without commencing a new Schiſin 
to be imputed to themſelves againſt the 
 *-2obole Church of England, which is uni- 
ted againſt them, and is indeed the Church 
8 —— is oppos d by their Separation. Caſe 
in 

G. 103 all theſe hard words his old Friends 
anſwer, that tis his new Friends that conti- 
nue the Separation, by juſtifying their old 
Schiſm, Which was made by them againſt the 
true Church of England, and againſt which 
they are ſtill . and is indeed the Church 
which is, and has been hitherto oppos'd by 
their Separat ion. They ſay they are juſt as 
much divided from the united Church of Eng- 
land now, as the Church of England was from 
the Church of Rome at the Refarmation; and 
for the ſame reaſon, that is, for maintaining 
the Doctrines of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, and 
for oppoſing the Corruptions and Idolatrous, 
and therefore /mful Worſhip, of the Church 
of Rome 5 and they — they can as well 
juſtify their Separation (if adhering to the 
Doctrines of the Church againſt thoſe that 
deſert em, muſt be call'd Sepratin) TY 

r. D,s 
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Mr. Des united Church of England, as the 
old Church of England could theirs from the 
Church of Rome.” The ſame Arguments that 
juſtify one will juſtify the other. 
7. Mr. D. does not deny but that his late 
Fathers might, if they had pleas d, have con - 
tinu'd the Separation after their Deceaſe. — 
If they had fill d the invalidly depriv'd Sees 
but being left empty has ſince: legitimated the 
Title of their Succeſſors. Caſe in Fact, p. 29. 
6. How ſo, I pray? by a Metempſuchoſir, 
1 ſuppoſe, or Tranſmigration of the depriv'd 
Biſhops Souls into the Poſſeſſors Body, I can- 
not elſe imagine how Scbiſmaticks' ſhould be 
made Cathbolicks, and Hereticks Orthodox, 
Now if this will. cure or heal a Schiſm, an 
Heretical or Schiſmatical Prince has no more 
to do but to hang up an Orthodox Biſhop, that 
bravely. defends the Depoſitum committed to 
him, and utterly refuſes to yield, or comply 
with the pernicious l enents of his Diſſenting 
Brethren, and the buſineſs is done at one jirk. 
This would be the ſborteſt way indeed | And 
have ſo good an Opinion of Mr. Dis late 
H. Fathers, that, I verily believe, they would 
not have grudg'd to have layn down: their 
Lives for ſo goud an End; that is, to bring 
a Church, that was Schiſmatical, and theres 
fore out of the Covenant of Grace, in the State 
of Darkneſs, and in Communion with the-De- 
vil, as Mr. D. ſpeaks, into the way of Salva- 
50 h | ; tion, 


— 


and is accountable only to God, as being Su- 
preme in his\'own Diſtrict. Sure M. B. did 
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ceive how thoſe Biſhops who are not within 


the Covenant, and are not of the Peculinm, but 


are in Communion with the Devil, ſhould im- 
mediately and without any Renunciation on 


their part, or Act of the Church which had 


been injur d by their Schiſin, be transform'd 
into Angelr of Churches, that is, Rightrful Bi- 


ſhops, and that only by barely poſſeſſing what 


the Carbolick Biſhop, whilſt living, had a juſt 


Right to. This may do in Tempora Uſurpa- 
tions, but it cannot hold in Spiritual. The 
| Temporal Supreme, in England at leaſt, never 
dies, but tis not fo with Mr. D.'s Spiritual 
of England can do no 


Wrong, but the Biſbop may. The Crown takes 


but the Mitre does not. The King is unac- 


countable to his Parliaments, but a Biſhop is 
not fo to his Synod, For Biſhops, nay a Pope, 
may be depos d by a Council, and if not, what 


does Mr. D. mean in moſt of his Writings, 
ſince the Deprivation, b N ning of the 


Biſhops being depriv'd by a Lay-power, and 
not Synodically'? And yet ſays, the Biſhop, ac- 
cording to St. Cyprian, is unjudgable by Man, 


not confider, that what is done by thoſe who 
have tlieir Authority from God (as Synods 


have, if rightly conſtituted) may be ſaid » 


| 


| 
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be done by God himſelf, as what is done by a 
King, who is God's Vicegerent, is done by 
God. As when tis ſaid in Scripture, what- 
ſpever is done upon Earth God does it himſelf, 
the meaning muſt be, that what is done by 
his Lawful Deputies is done by himſelf. Not 
fo What is done by Uſurpers and Intruderg , 
if Mr. D. will allow any ſuch thing as Uſur- 
pation' in the Spiritual Society. mug 
I * you queſtion that ? WE 
. Yes, Ido. Hear what Mr. D, fays in 
his Caſe in View, p. 20. God is, in a pecu- 
© lar way, and more immediately, the Go- 


vernor of his Peculium than of any other 


Boch. And what is tranſacted in the G. 


vernment of it, does more immediately con- 


* cern his Perſon, that it may ge him to 
* ratify it in Heaven, This therefore obliges 
* him to binder any from thus acting in 8 
Name, whoſe Acts he would not be oblip'd 
to ratify. And it being in his Pawer to 2 
* der him, if he pleat d; his not interpoſing 
* where he is ſo much concern d to interpoſe, 
is an Argument, not of Permiſſion only, but 
© of a Deſgn and poſitive, Approbation of the 


* poſſeſſing Perſon. 


J. Wel, Sir, what would you infer from 
this? 


_ © G, Only thus much, that, according to 


this Doctrine, there can be no ſuch. thing as 
Uſurpation, or Intruſion, for if God's not 
P Hindering 
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- bindering be an Argument not of Permiſſion 


only, but of a Deſign and poſitive Approba- 
— the e Po on, then he 8 has 
Poſſeſſion right or wrong is rightful Poſſeſſor. 
If this be true, the late depriv'd. Biſhops had 
no Injury done them, becauſe God did not 
binder the Intruders, and then conſequently 
Mr. D. was an arrant Schiſmatick, in adbe- 
ring to the Depriv'd, and forſaking the Com- 
munion of the Intruders; ſeeing they, not be- 


ing binder d, and in Poſſeſſion, had not only 


God's Permiſſion but Approbation. This is all 
that I ſhall at preſent infer. from this Do- 
ctrine; only, by the way, I ſhall take notice 

of one thing in Mr. D. in his Vind. of Depr. 

Biſhops, p. 84. where he ſays, © That he that 
© was an Adulterer and-an Invader whilſt the 

true Huſband was living, might now be a 
© Huſband and juſt Poſſeſſor after the true Huſ- 
© band was deceas d. Now I cannot ſubſcribe 
to this by any means, becauſe it would give 
too much Encouragement to Adultery, If a 
Woman at this rate does not like her Huſ- 
band, ſhe may live with another Man; and, if 
ſhe does ſo, ſhe is ſecure of a 20 Huſband, incaſe 


ner Huſband ſhoud die before the Adulterer, 


Is not this great Encouragement to lewd Wo- 
men? But this Opinion of M. D. I think 
thwarts St. Paul, for he ſays, Rom. 7. 2. The 
Woman which bath an Huſvand is bound by the 
Law to her Huſband ſo long as be lives : but 
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— apy be dead, 1 loſed em; the 
7 lives; * miarry'd to ns 7 

i 
ber Huſband be dead ſbe is free from that Law * 
So that ſhe is no pred tho ſbe be marry'd 
to another Man. St. Paul in this place, tho* 
he declares the Woman to be free from the 
Law of her Huſband, upon his Death; yet 
he will not allow her to ow atlother Man's 98 
Wife, till ſhe be de facto marry d to him, and 
ſo become his Wife de jure. But if the Wo- 
man upon the Death of het true Huſband 
were, as Mr. D. ſays, without any more Ce- 
remony, the Wife of the Adulterer, ſhewould 
be an Adultreſs if ſne marry d any other Man 
but him, which I believe no one but Mr. D. 
will affirm, and certainly St. Paul never 
meant ſo. But here lies the Myſtery, Mr. D. 
was to make a Parallel between a Biſſiop and 
his Flock, and a Huſband and his Wife, and 
if he could not make out that a Woman tat 
had liy'd with an Adulterer were the Adul- 
terer's Wife, upon the Death of her rruz Huſ⸗ 
Band, neither would the Flock, which had 
aſtray after a Schiſinatical Paſtor or Biſhop, be 
the Flock of that Biſhop or Paſtor upon the 


22 


Man, be ſtall Ie aalled n Adoleveſe 


Death of the Catholick Biſhop, from whom it 
had made an Elopement. What I would ſay 
is this, in ſhort, that as a Woman which is 
an Nenne cannot be * of the Adul- 

| terer 
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: req upon the D the Deah of the true Huſbdn 
ana ſhe be e ud, ae loo 
from the Law of Her ft and and tie Huſband © 
ſo N nat Flock, upon the Death dr 
5 united to oy Se 9 Biſhop) Without 
the Conſent of the Chunch, by which WN 

ritual Marriages Come, gab 5f 
J. But vou don't conſider, 'Sir, that che 
Sees be ing left empty the Anti- Bifhops Titles 


are legitimated, having nam no longer any Ri- 
valr No can, With any Plauſibility, ds = 


the Title with them. Gaſe in 2 P. ag. 

G. Why rſoꝛ Cannot thoſe who have the 
Right. of — — Election diſpute it 

with them ? Cannot the College, which i is in- 
truſted with the Rigbe of In any one 
Bus the Power of Goveming't Flock, di- 
pute it with chem, without whibſe-Confent 
none enn tape Pofieſlion of a Biſhoprick ? Nay 
ot the People by whom tlie Perſon to be 
Cogſecrated Was — to be approv d and tre- 
commended in the Gprianick. Age, diſpute ic 
with them till they have given their Teſti- 
many: of their Life and Converſation ; leſt 
the Conſecrating Biſhops might, for — of 
du > cond. lay Hands on any impious 
et undeſeruing Perſon and ſet him overthem? 
Nay, may not the Church, when under Ner- 
ſecution, diſpute it with them; and have re- 


een „*%'iiu has: 


tho” 
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ho he be not her Di//ri# Biſhop? Confining 


Friends dont 


„ed ina ther Biſho 
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to Deſtrifts is matter of Cones, *. 5 
Church is not bound, in ſuch a Caſl 


with that Frey as to Kill all Fran, 
but only, by conſtituting Biſhops" over the 
Flock, how ſmall ſoeyer, that have conti- 
nud faithful in any art of the Land, or in 
any Diſtri& thereof to preſerve the Order, 
and continue the Swe ron. Mr. D.'s old 


with him as to 'DiftriZs, but to contend for 
the true Communi { thoſe Hereticks, as 
he calls them, who have betray'd it, ; by 5 
fending their Schiſm by af E 


to What is 8 ſaid ection 1 
| Powers being eee and of per onal 
Riphrs , a to thr bet anfwer'd "of 
Mir. Dis own nn io 2309p * 


F. But, Sir, [OG Biſhops' themſehies 
Diftrifs without 
© their Leavej\if they wil not 2 and 
thereby make themſelves Scbiſmaticks' 'by 
* — of Catholick Interpretation. "Cafe 
O Kas rate, ir all che Dj rifts, Frost 
part of them, were fil'd wi Herbrirkr, 2 


Cathylick Biſhop muſt not act in their Diftriets, 


becauſe; forſooth, Mr. D. ſays they will 
atting, make theniſelves Schiſmaticks. No 
tho" it be true that to 2c in a Cat bolicłk Bi- 
thop's Difizi, without his Leave, be Schiſ- 


* | F 2 matical, 


ö 
N 
* 


d'to diſpute che Title 


| [68] 
matical, vet it is not do in a Di i fills 
only with an Heretical Biſhop auſe, as 
Mx. D. fays, an Heretical Biſhop cannot fill 
a See. 5 N. that therefore a Catbolick Biſhop 
ma n 
nd. Depr. Biſhops, p. 68. 
on Via you mind Mr. D.'s Exbortation to 


his late Brethren and dear Friends # Caſo: in 
Tad, 5. 33. 


6. Yes, 1 did. And his dear Friends ſay, 


that if he would turn the Tables, his Exhor- 
tation, in the main, would be more — 


ble to bimſeht, and his late ee e 
8 dear Friend. 


J. The Caſe of the Jener, i in Defence 
: of St. Chryſoſtome, Mr. D. ſays, he is told, 
is much inſiſted on, for proving the reaſo- 
© nableneſs of demanding a Satisfaction for 
the Injury offer d to our late invalidly de- 
priv d 2 as a Condition of our Recon- 
© ciliation. But he wonders it ſhould be ſo, 
C * conlidering how few things were alike in 
<* that Caſe and ours. Caſe in Fact, p. 35. 
G. And his old Friends ſay he might well 
wonder, as he has repreſented the Caſe of the 
epriv'd Biſb jpope: He has, they ſay, repre- 
| reef it, as if the Schiſm were founded pure- 
ly on the Injury to their Perſons whereas 
they ſav, that they, at leaſt ſeveral of them, 
ſeparated on account of the Dorines of Chriſt, 


* his lr, which were in Fact denyd 


{ 


{ 
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by their Adverſaries. And they farther ſay, 
that Mr. D. has wrong d them in what he 
ſays in his Paræneſis ad Exteros. Salvis Ec- 
cleſiæ Epiſcoporumque juribus, adbuc ſalva 
erat noſtra Communio, & ne quidem divini cul- 
tis gratia Conventus alias a publicis nobis pr 

prios'babuimus. Nihil nos movebat defectio a 
receptis Eccleſiæ noſtræ Dogmatibus de obedi- 


entia Principibus præſtanda, etiam in illicitis, 


ſaltem paſſiud; deque non reſiſtendo, quicun- 
ue demum fujſſet repugnandi pratextus, Ni- 
2 publicarum Precum 2 dum nulla im- 


poneretur Communionis conditio, ut illas proba- 


remus. Paræn. ad Ext. p.2. Sect. 2. Mr. Ds 


old Friends till ſay, as he himſelf does, as 


before quoted, That the Injury was more 
than PERSONAL, and therefore they ſay he 
does not do fairly to make the Satisfaction re- 
quir'd to be only on the account of the In- 
jury offer'd to the Perſons of the invalidly de- 
priv'd Biſhops. And they ſay farther, that as 
the oppoſite Altar was erected by the Enemies 
of St. Chryſoſtom, ſo was that here, by the 
Enemies of the depriv'd Biſbops, and therefore 
they think they ought no more to com» 
municate with the depriv'd 2 Enemies 
than the Joannites did with St. oftom's, 
that is, dt an Daune e 88200 
to their Memory, and the Doctrines, for which 


they were glorious Confeſſors, be own'd. Be- 


ſides, there was more in the Caſe of St. Chry- 
no . "MJ ſoftom 


FW] 
than an Honorary Amends to his 
— the . of the Succeſſion, as 


1s plain from Cyril's Letter to Atricus, and it 

was a neceſſary 2 of the Right, which 

the eee, had to take in 
MD out 


— otter then had acon- 
ſiderable NO of Biſhops on their ſide, &c. 
but ours nevet ſo. Caſe in E. p. 36. 
G. Mr. D. old Friends ſay this is a dough- 
ty Argument indeed! As if * alone muſt be 
the true Church which has the Majority of 
Biſhops, or that the trueſt Religion which 
has the greateſt Numbers. Had not, ſay they, 
the Religion of Baal, at this rate, been the 
true Religion in the Days of Elias ? and the 
Arian in the Days of Conſtantius ? The Joan- 
nites, tis true, were the true Church, but not 
becauſe they were moſt mumerous. The Ca- 
© tholicks nevet in the leaſt regarded the Num- 
* bers of Apoſtutes, as to ay Authority that 
could accrue to them from their Numbers, 
they were all, in the Eye of Eccleſi fa ficul 
Tribunals, how . ſoever, only ſo 
_ © many Criminals. ein Fatt, p. 104. 
| "< E6t my — ays Mr.“ B. "vis faſt 
© cient; that Apv/tacy from Doctrines formerly 
t ;xeceiv'd, has been alow'd, as a juſt -Exce- 
tion againſiithe Authority of Deſerters, for 
. Judging concerning the Cauſe, which has 
q been e them. 2 P. ba 1 


N Me.D-fa Ly *. __ 

ys, We that is the 4 
Biſbops, &c.] © had nothing but the el 
BY Juſtice of our 6 a — 2 to our Ad- 
* verſaries Numlers; rg fo 8 is Wan- 
5 — to thoſe Ad * Chis al Friends 


—— ve 0 eal at ont. Caf 
in Tas, þ b * e 


6. Ic 2 Mr. Ds. ; pre ſen n 
ander, that they have Fb ſame Plea 
they ever had, chat the * — of their Cauſe 
is till the ſame, and wil ied the poſſeſſng 
Biſhops make Satisf: action, „by publickly * BY 
nouncing thoſe oy 5 which they main- 
rain the-Schifm. As *. they ſay, as the) 
defend by their Practice thoſe Doctrines, ſo 
long they cannot be of the true Church of 
England, but muſt be reckon'd Deſerters. 
So far, ſays Mr. D. as they deſert the old 
© Principles, fo far hey hats to be of the 
* Church, whoſe Principle they have deſer- 
© ted, Vind. Depr. Biſhops, p. 28. And again, 
Whenever the 2 uf to vary in any 

int of Faith from our old Church of Eng- 
| 4 they ought no longer to retend to 
| s be one Communion with our old Mother the 

* Church of England, wherein we tg all 
united formerly,” Caſe i ati, p. 107% 
F. What then (fays „D. 15 the "Sat 
Faction now inffte“ en bye who ſo n 
inſiſt on Satisfaction, as .d necality to a ſo- 
19 and laſting Reconciſintion that may An- 
1 F 4 [Wer 


* 
9 * 


1 


ſwer the Satisfaction made in the Cafe of the 
& 


ö 
. Why truly his ala Friends ſay, that 


they inſiſt on greater Satigfaction than was 


made to St. Chryſoſtom by the Anti-Joannites. 
F Or they ſay theirs Was a bare and ſimple 8 
Schi ſin, and no Cat holick Dactrines concern d, 


as there are in the preſent Caſe; and there- 


fore they ſay Satisfaction ought to be made to 
the Church, as well as to the Memory of the 
depriu d Biſhops; and this they inſiſt on, and 
think themſelves oblig'd to do ſo, as they are 


oblig d in Conſcience to aſſert and maintain the 


Cat holick Doctrines of the Church, which 
Mr. D.'s new Friends have in Fact denied, un- 


leſs Mr. D. has wrong'd them. And they ſay 


that Mr. D.'s ſaying that now ſome of his Fa- 
'thers and Brethren are for the old Doctrines 
is not enough, unleſs they make ſome Ac- 
Kknowledgment; of their being guilty both of 


Schi ſin aud Hereſy, with which Mr. D. has 
charg'd them. In ſhort, all that his mow 


Adverſaries demand, and all the uſe that 
they make of this Inſtance of St. Chryſoſtom 
38, That they ſhould own that the deceas'd 
2 were rightful Biſhops of the Church of 

gland, and particularly of their own Di- 


o 


 firiths, and that the now Paſſeſſors were Intru- 


ders. And that the deprivd Biſbops did ſuffer 


a Deprivation in Maintenance of the Dattrines | 
of the Catbelick Church of England. And if 
* Kr 63 8 A *, | 
vi We mer 


+ 7 
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they will not do this, they are ſtill where 
they were, and thereforethoſe, who adher'd | 
to the depriv'd Biſhops and the Cauſe, which | 
they ſo conſtantly defended, ought not to 

communicate With their Adverſaries the Anti- 
 Biſbops, if they will keep themſelves clear of 

dh Schiſm and Hereſy. Aren Wir £ 

But Mr. D. ſays, That even real Here- 

in the Biſbops will not excuſe Eccleſiaſti- 

* cal Subjects, if they withdraw their Com- 

* munion from their Ordinaries before they be 

« depriv'd by a judicial Sentence of the Epiſco- 

© pal College. Caſe in Fact, p. 38 © 

6. Mr. D.'s old Friends ſay they have ſe- 

veral things to ſay in anſwer to this. As firſt, 

That an Heretical Biſbop (according to Mr. D.) 

is uncapable of being a Biſbop; and then de- 

mand how he can be an Ordinary? And if he 

cannot be an Ordinary, how he can have Ex- 

claſiaſtical Subje&s2 Secondly, They ſay, that 

—— to Mr. D.) a Biſhop is not judga- 

Ble, becauſe he is Supreme in his own Diſtrict. 

Ho then can the Epiſcopal College deprive 

him by a judicial Sentence, who is not judga- 

ble ” them, or any earthly Tribunal? But, 

1 thirdly, ſuppoſing a Biſhop judgable and de- 

| poſable by the Epiſcopal Colege, yer it will 

not follow that he is ſo by a College that is 

not Catbolick;, for, as quoted above out of 

Mr. D. The Catholicks never in the leaſt 

k regarded the Numbers of Apoſtates, as to 
{UE 7 8 * any tt 


: ". I 3 | 
Dany Authority, that could accrue to them 
0 How their Nummern. F were all, in the 
6 Bye of. Eccleſiaſtical Ti — only fo 
many Criminals. (C. in N p. 104.) and a- 


gain, p. 103. Apoſtacy from Doctrines for- 
*; -receiv'd, has been allow'd as à juft 
« Exception againſt the A of Deſerters 
< for judging concerning the Canſe which has 
been deſerted by them. Fauth, They ſay 
there is noneed of a judicial Sentence, St. Paul 
has given 4 Gal. 1. 8, &%c. Tho? 
We or an from Heaven: preach any other 
Goſpel unto you, than: that which we have 
ach unto you, let him be wi gi, And 
ag 


erſe the $f he” he fays it again, As awe 
ſaid he befare, fo ſay 7 ws if any one 
Myon any other Gaſpel unto you., than that 
ye baue receiv'd, let lim be accurſed, All 
* Mr. D. ſays farther in this Section is up- 
on a Preſumpt ion that bis are the on- 
Jy viſible and lam fil Superiore, which his Ad- 
venſaries utterly deny, and fay that they have 
No Rizht to preſide in thoſe Diſtrictæ of which 
2 are poſſeſs'd , being notoriouſly oppoſite 
Conmunzons to the Communion of the old Church 
— and. And therefore they ſay they ate 
righted with what Mr. D. ſays, vis. 
Thatcky Atts of their Communion cannot poſſi- 

" blyexpett a Ratification in Heaven. And the 
as humbly entreat him to conſider, Who Will 
_—_ by it, Tbey, or the Biſbaps and their Ad. 
berents, 
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berents, who have deſerted the true Commu- 
nion. Mr. D. in this, and ſeveral other pla- 
ces of this Book, argues falla y, and runs 
_ away with Principles as granted, which he 
knows his Adverſares deny; vis. That a Poſ- 
ſeſſor right or wrong, or a providential ng 
18 a rig beful Biſhop tho* an Heretic. 
J. None but Superiore, ſays Mr. D. were 
_ © allow'd the Power of * — e- 
ven in the Caſe of Hereſy, even in che times 
aof the Apoſtles. Caſe in Fatt, p. 5. 

6. Who ever wellen d it? But 1 the Que- 
ſtion is, who are thoſe Superiors; or he- 
ther Hereticks and Schiſmatioks are "capable of 
being Superiore, and have a Power to excom- 
2 His old Friends neither allow He- 
retical Biſhops, nor Subjects of Canonical Bi- 
fhops to excommunicate ; but they think how - 
ever, that whenever 2 Breach of Communion 
falls between Biſhops themſelves ( Caſe » 
Fatt, p. 46.) they may with the | 

* Fudgment of Diſcretion, if they be not rg 
* termin'd before, examine the Reaſons pro- 
duc d on both ſides for determining their on 

« private Practice in order to their joining 
* themſelves to that Communion, which upon 
that Trial they ſhall really believe more Or- 
tbodur. Contining themſelves within theſe 
«* Bounds, they ſhall both diſcharge their 
Duty as good Cathbolicks, and ſecure an Epi- 
# \ſropalCommmnion with which they may com- 


© municate, 
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c. municate,. even when they deſert the Com- 
i emenion of their Heretical Paſtor, with whom 
2 "lp: were join'd formerly. 
The Exerciſe of any Ar of Ecclefia- 
ical Hoſtility againſt Biſhops, as forbearing 
C a their Converſation, as impure, on account 
of ſuch ¶ Heretical] Opinions, and much 
5 more, of the Communion with them, on that 
« {ame account. Theſe plainly, ſays Mr. D. 
* look like inflicting Eccleſiaſtical Puniſhments, 
* which1s a Righe too great for private Sub- 
jette to pretend to: Eſpecially in dealing 
8 = Perſons of a bigher Station than them- 
< ſelves. Caſe in Faft, 5. 46. 

G. "Tis well, Mr, Des old Friends fon. that 
he does not affirm downright, that to with- 
draw from Biſbops is an Act of Eccleſiaſtical 
Heſtility, or an inflicting Eccleſiaſtical Prniſb- 
mente, but only looks like it; for they own, 
as well as Mr. D. and his F riends, that tis a 
| Right too great for Subjects to pretend to; yet 
— an Heretick, as ſuch, is elf condemm d, 
Tit. 3, 11. and the Flock have Right and Rea- 
ſon * "refuſe his Communion, It is that com- 
mon Right, which every Chriſtian hath, to 
keep. himſelf clear of Schiſm. They grant 
that it always has been taken for a Preroga- 
tive of the Supreme governing Authority, pro- 
vided that Authority be laful. They own 
likewiſe that this Depaſitum was committed 


to. *. mn and St. Titus, But then hy | 


C7] 


think that this Depoſitum-was not committed 


to them as 1rinerants authoriꝝ d bythe Church 
of Jeruſalem, but as Biſpops ordain' d by 

St. Paul. They ſay farther, that they know 
not what Mr. P. means by his odd conceit or 
the Jeruſulem Supremacy, and they think no 
one underſtands it beſides himſelf. They do 
not think Mr. D. has made ſufficient amends 
to Timothy and Titus by calling em SAINTS 

when he has unbiſbon d them, and made them 
no more than Trinerants. In ſhort, Sir, his 
old Friends are for viſible Biſhops as much as 
he can be; and they ſay if he will on that 
Heretical Biſhops, tho viſibly poſſeſſing Di- 
firitts , are not viſibiyj Catholicks ,' and that 
thoſe only are ſo who maintain the DoZ@rines 
of the Catholick Church, they agree with 
him. And if he will farther grant that tis 
better, and more agreeable to the Principles 
of Reaſon and Religion, that the Chriſtian 
Faith be kept whole and undefil d,' than that 
an Heretical Biſhop, who makes it his Buſi- 
neſs to corrupt it, be ſuffer d to be Head of the 

Chriſtian Church, when his Hereſy'is noto- 
riow, and upon Trial, and by his own Con- 
ceſſions found to be ſo, they are agreed. And 
this they think is but reaſonable. But, if 
Mr. D. w1ll not grant this, they think thoſe 

Men who diſowntheir uſurp'd Authority, are; 
tho they had no Biſhop to head them, in a 
much ſafer Condition, tho in a State of Se. 
n gregation, 
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Fenin, 2s Mr, D. calls it, than thoſe who 


are in Cormunion with Mr. D,'s no Biſpapt; 
who, as Hereticks, are not only uncapable 
of Gdverning the Church, but are no Mem- 
bers of it, and then conſequently are out of 
the State of Balvation, for they hope, they 
ſay, that Mr. D. will not ſay, that Salvation 
ein be had out of the Church, n. 
ap Having anne areno Church. 
ill But: M. D:s eld Friends will el him, 
that as: long as they deſire Catholick Bi- 
thops; and would willingly ſubmit to ſuch, 
they are nat e er, as Mr. D. infi- 
nuites, but aitrue Epiſcopal Church, as much 
as any Diecdſe in alan is, aſter the De- 
ceaſe of their Biſhop, till a new one can be 
canonically Hubſtituted. This may ſerve, 
V day; Toh a0; Adler to the greateſt part 
of Mr. D.s Book, for be goes upon 4. talſe 
Suppoſition, That vi/eb/e-poſſe//ing Biſbops are 
always canonidal, if there be no Claimant a- 
gainſt them, which they utterly deny: and 
dos farther ſay, that if it ſhould be admitted, 
would more effectually deſtroy the Church 
tmꝛan Mr. Ds Lay-depriuations, of which here; 
after. They ſay, as Mr. D. does, That the 
Biſhop is the. Smndard of Orthodoxy as well as 
Unity: Caan, p. 54. And they think if he be not 
Ort bodox he cannot be tlie Hrad of Lit to 
them, he has — — 
LI © ſequently 


. . 
- - 
, 3 
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gegen we erte dope. Ny 
they think that Iznat iu W mk ie 

right ,) who Ws ſo averſe' ty an 
tion With Henk, chat Þe- ee the men- 
their very Names, Caſt in Rat, . 
oe Dt D, fays, That none but 
\þ 3 by the ConMirtionsf the Go/prl ite 
«© tend to the Power of Cbhmmbmen or Excvh- 
nyninicat ibn, mut certain  Feelbfroftical Sub- 
E cafmbt. ae in Felt, ps r.. 
„What if werfhquld grant all "this, fay 
NN We tant, ay they, thath - 
Biſhop only has the Power of Cm. Gc. but 
then they ſay he muſt be , Orthod and Cu- 
tholick'; and iber ff he be nüt, they dread 
his- Ev communtie' m no more thin 4 Preſty- 
terian does that of che Pohr. And they think 
they- not only indy but ought to bear their 
Teſtimony againſt” im, by Jepargting from 
his Comminon, tho they have no Power over 
his Perſen to remove him. And indeed, to 


ſpeak properly, there is no need of a 
Power to remdde him, who by his Heretical 


Opinions has made himſelf inc apable of be- 
Lr ties Cut holick Church, as Mr. D. 

Iis only the Catholick Bifhop, f 

tity ; g Thar can, 'by the Conſtitution of the 


and Handen, ade that Mr. D. 


nom pleads: for, being not ſo, they think 20 
can ali their Separation, or Segregation, 


* 
, 
* 4 
' 
14 

* 

a © 
. a * 

— — 
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© Bo 1 
as Mr. D. calls it, to all the Cliriftian World, 
They believe the Carbolick Biſhop to be the 
4 Fr eile of the Myſtical. Celeſtial, Unity, 
6 from whom whoſoever was divided, could 
I not be i in the Church, tho he had Rill con- 
« tinu'd in viſible Communion with all the reſt 
© of his Fellow Communicants , in oppoſition 
c agg ba pt) pv p- That a whole-ſc- 
could not juſtly claim the Name 

0 Ry: a TT Ts Church, as that Name is 
© 2 Name of Privilege. Caſe in Fact, p. 68. 
; in a word, they ſay Mr. D. and they are a- 
— in e i differ only 1 in the he 


NE Mt D. 1 0 Till 1 Heretical Biſhops be 

priv'd. by Filhops 1 ee Subject 
. no more lawful Power to rid the Church 
« of ſuch Heretical Biſbops than Temporal Sub- 
0 75 have to rid the State of ill managing 

Temporal Princes. Caſe in Fact, p.72. 
| . Your old Friends agree with you in this 
too, but yet, they ſay, they think they may re- 
fuſe. to communicate with the Devil (for 
Mr. D. ſays, to communicate in Schiſin is to 
communicate With the Devil) without preten- 
ding to a Power of depriving an Heretical Bi- 
ſhop: and they think likewiſe that they may 
refuſe to commit Idolatry, Blaſſ God, or 
wor/1ip the Devil, if commanded by their law- 
ful Prince without pretending to a Power to 


e him. 105 TE 5 
* ET ba * 


\ 
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J. lt is manifeſt, ſays Mr. D. that they 


q [Eccleſiaſtical Subjects cannot depriverhte 


* [Biſhops] of their Pen, nor of the Com- 
* mmunion of the 'Orchodox' Biſhops, nor of any 


one Subjeci by any act of 2 they 


can exerciſe in the JR. State. 


wr” in 
ſk 72. 14 9 


G. Right. They: own, they ſay; that PE 
cannot, as Subje&s, deprive, ' diſpoſſeſs, or de- 
throne, but yet, they ſay, they owe no Subje- 
ion to Poſſeſſion without Right; and till Mr. 2 
can prove that the Poſſeſſian of an Heretical 
Biſhop gives him a Right to the OBEDIENCE 


of all, living within his Diſtrict, tho they = 
cannot deprivehim, they ſay, they are oblig d 


to withdraw from his Communion, and to join 


| themſelves in Communion with thoſe that are 


Orthodox, tho' out of Poſſeſſion, as Mr. D. 

did, not long ſince, when he look'd on his 
preſent Dioceſan'as both a Schiſinaticł and an 
Heretick. His old Friends farther ſay, That 
if his preſent Biſhops did caſt themſelves out of 
the Church, as Mr. D. ſays they 40 by their 
Schiſm, making themſelves a diflin&t Commus 

nion from that of the true Biſhops, and their 
Eccleſiaſtical Sub jects, for that reaſon, have 


refus'd Subje&tion to them as being Imruders, | 


they think they are as tender in their point 
of Suljection to their true Spiritual org, 
as they are commendably, as Mr. D. ſays, in 
N Duty to their lamful Temporal Superiort. C. 
in F. p. 73. G J. Ec- 


_ 84 
J. Ficlefaftical Subjects ought to bear 


With the Biſhops Male- Adminiſtration, and 


Y deferving ſoever of D Alien, provi ded 
* they. are ſuch as are conſiſtent with their 


©, Chriſtian Puofe ffien. Caſe in Fact, p. 74. 


G. Mr. D.'s Adverſaries grant this too, but 
they: fay that their Guilss are not only perſo- 
ug; and that they are not conſiſient with 
Chriſtian Profeſſion; unleſs denying of Cacho- 
lick-Dottrines, and Fundament al Principles be 


 confoſtent with Chriſtian Profeſſion; and if they 


be, they defire to know where the difference 
hes between an Orthodox and an Heretical, a 
Carholick and 2a Schifmatical Biſhop? 
J. Mr. D. tells-you, That till the Syno4 
* has acted its part, Spiritual Subjects are 
more diſabled to relieve themſelves againſt 
Heretical Biſhops, than * Subjects 
F are in reference to Temporal Princes. Caſe 
VW 
8. his old Friends deny, and fay the 


may relieve themſelves; for, ſay they, as Teni- 


Ponal Subjects are not bound to do what is un- 
nful, tho commanded by a lamful Temporal 
Prince; fo neither are the Spiritual Subject 


| | bound to obey Biſhops, much leſs Heretical 
Biſhops, in any thing, but in licitis & bono- 


Ly Where then, ſay they, is the difference? 
They are, they ſay, as much againſt Diſobe- 


dience to Biſhops; as Kings, but, they ſay, 


. 
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there is a difference hetween Di/obediente 
and Now-obeying. A Subject, whether Fecle- 
haftical or Temporal, that does not obey att 
unlumful Command of Superiore, tho” he may 
be ſaid to be notr-obedient , can never be (aid 
to be diſabediem to them on that account; aid 
the reaſon is the ſame in both, becauſe th 
art not to be 924d who command amlan 
zbings. Suppoſe your Superior command 
you to join in ſuch „to which th 
ſaying Amen would make you a Schiſmatic 
or a Rebel, would you obey him? The ve- 
ry ſaying Amen would make you a Rebel ot 
_ Schifmatick. And if you do not ſay Amen to 
them, how do you communicate? *Tis not 
your Prefenee at Divine Worſhip that makes 
you a Communicant, but your „ 
them in their publick Offices. by your 
Preſence however you give Countenance to 
thoſe Prayers. You make your ſelf à Par- 
taker of their evil Deed. Mr. D. Hike 7 
ther Proſpect, p. 95. lays thus. Biſhops 
" Rig, e that he remembers, hid 
Prayers, — Forms, * 1175 they ex- 
+ pected that af the Congregation fhould join 
by ſaying Amen, Now . they expected 
that ALL ſhould join in faying AMeN, they 
certainly thought it the Duty of all that com- 
municated with them to join with them, 
Why elſe ſhould they expect it? Your old 
Friends farther deſire We. ſatisfy'd, 2 
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all thoſe who ſay Amen to the concluding 
Prayer of St. Chryſoftom, be not ſuppos'd to 
ſay Amen to all the reſt that went before, 
tho they did not ſay Amen to them when 
they were read. If they do, then they ſay 
all Mr. D.'s Pretences of diſſent are out of 
doors. And if they do not ſay Amen to that 
concluding Prayer , their Communion: muſt be 
but partial, maim d and imperfet. 
1 25 The Eccleſiaſtical Government, Mr. D. 

ys, is undoubtedly beyond the Power of 
© the Subjecir either to &ive or lindt. | Cafe 
| in Fact, 57 77. 

G. And his old F Lok ſay the ſame of 
Temporal Government , and believe Mr. D. 
- muſt agree with them, unleſs he will, with 
Republicans, make the People the Original of 
Power. They ſay all Power is from God, and 
his Ordinance, and that they can no more li- 
mit their King than they can their Biſhop, and 
for the ſame reaſon, becauſe, they have both 
their Power from God they may limit them- 
ſever, but cannot be limzed by their Sues 

. -:. 

g J. Mr. D. ſays © he cannot ſee 8 
end his Friends can pretend for the Church's 
+ good in withdrawing their Communion from 
© the Epiſcepal College of the Nation, whatever 
* Zeal the fo may 2 againſt the Hereſies in- 
ſiſted on 778 as the Pleg for Separation. 
** 7.78. 9 


1 


[%] 

6. Mr. Des old Friends ſay that he takes 
* for granted which they can by no means 
grant, that is, that Poſſeſſors, tho Hereticks, 
are the Epi ſcopal College of the Nation. And 
thoꝰ they, his old Friends, ſhould own that 
they have not ſufficient Authority to deprive 
them; yet in ſeparating from the Communion 
of the pretended National Church, they ſepa- 
rate not from the true Biſb Joop, "od" more- 
over they ſay that tis Mr. D.'s Biſhops that 
make the Separation, becauſe tis they that 
ſeparate from the Dofrines of their Prede- 
ceſſore, which DoFrines ought: certainly to 
be taken for the Doctrines of the Communion; 
and Mr. D. and his Proſelytes, and new 
Friends will be ſafe, in returning to their 
Communion, from whence they are allen, 
unleſs Mr. D. will be ſo hardy as to fay, that 
the Conditions of Commmmion of the old 
Church of England were ſinful. And they 
ſay farther, that if any ſacrilegiouſſy aſſume 

a bo wer of acting in Gods Name, which he 
has never given them, and if they continue 
and perpetuate the Separation which they 
inconſiderately began, they are the guilty 
Fenin, * If a particular Church, as the 

© Chiarcb of England is, from being a Catho- 
lie turn Heretick in Faith (as a Learned 
Author ſpeaks, Preſervative againſt Schiſm, 
p. 8.) © and of hoh become debauch'd for 
e ue, to leave it is no 2 becauſe 
83 * not 
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- © not a departure, but return to the Holy Ca- 
* thalick. Church. Nor is this to make a2 
© Rupture in the Bady, but to ſhun a Peſti- 
f 15 of the Members. Nay, Conſent: and 
artnerſhip with ſuch a Church, is rather 
l againſt the Head, than Com- 
the Bady. And to renounce ſuch 
5 a mui of the is not to make but mend and 
« heal a Breach, Mr. D.s old Friends Plea, 
* for not joining his new Friends Aſſemblies, 
< 1s, a8 of Catholic: againſt 4rians, Nor 
* GUILTY,,\ His old Friends ſay, that keeping 
the Church, the old Church of England (by 
© God's Grace gontinu d in the holy and per- 
fect Faith and Communion, of their Fore+ 
facher) they ſeparate from none, but thoſe 
« who do not ſo. The Church, they ſay, 
q does not conſiſt of Falls but Foundations of 
Faith. And therefore they obey thoſe 
* Prieſts, who. with Succeſſion. of Biſhops, 
© haye receiv'd the Gift, or Grace of Truth: 
* If not, they ſay there is no Sin, or Schiſmn 
in their 4 hs or not joining With them, 
hut in rheir deceffion from it. If any, ſays 
5 the (auen (omitted in Dr. Hodys Baror- 
cian MS.) < ſhall ſeparate themſelves from 
* Communion with their Superior for any 
+ Hereſy condemn'd by the Holy Synod and 
5 K athers, he publickty preaching the ſame 
Hereſy to the People, and teaching it bare- 
S in the Chun, auch ſhall not only be 


6 free 


* 


17 4 


« free from Canonical Cenfure for ſepatatirig 
yy cars 


from Communion with the Biſho 


before Synodical Condemtiation, but they 


„ ſhall be thought worthy of the Hor 
* that is due to the Orthodox; becauſe th 
* have not coridemn'd a Biſhop; but a 7 
*. Biſbop, and a falſe Teacher, and have not 
* divided the Unity of the Church by Schiſmh, 
* but haye ſtudiouſly endeavour'd to preſerve 
the Church from Sehn. 

J. But Mr. D. fays, that his old Friends 


« rather contribute to the Impunity and 
*. Propagation of the Hergſies, of which they 


do fo juſtly complain, by weakening the 


© Authority, by whick they ſhould be Fup- 
© preſs'd by aividing from Their Communion, 
Caſe in Fatt las on 


S8. This, ey fry is very ſtrange to them, 
_ that they ſhould weaker the Aus bority of the 
Church by keeping cloſe to her Communion , 
and avoiding that of Hereticks. They ra- 
ther think chat by joining with Hereticks 
| ſhould frengrben and Harden them in 


their Hereſy. Going over to an Enemy is, 


they think, an odd way of weakning him. 
At this rate, ſay they, tis but for the Ortho- 


dex and Catholick going over to, or joining 


with Heretichs or Schiſmaticks, and there's 
an end of an Hereſy or Schiſm. And tis but 
the Loyaliſis going over to the Rebel party, 
and there's an end of Rebellion. When all 


G 4 are 


4A 


5 
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are of one ſide in Church or State, there can 
be no ſuch thing as Schiſin or Rebellion. In 
a word; they ſay they are ſo far from being 
of Mr. D. s Opinion, that they think no way 
ſo effectual to perpetuate an Hereſy, as for 


the Ort hodom to turn Hereticks; nor to make 


Hereticks deſpiſe the Cenſures of the Church, 
nunion to go over 


* . : 


to them. Eine in 
F. Mr. D. ſays, © Zeal 


- 


as their leaving the true Ct 


an e od 
1 the Faith will 


not excuſe the Violation of Eccleſiaſtical 


Canons in private Perſon 
6. To this his Adverſaries ſay, in Mr. D.'s 


mon is more than Diſcipline, and that 


words, That keeping in the Orthodox Com- 


C they have kept it; and that tis this that 


they contend for, and ſay, that tho t 


* cannot cenſure Eccleſiaſtic ka, yet they are not 
„bound to comply with Heretickt, but ear- 


neſtly to contend. for the Faith, tho Here- 


** rical Biſhops: ſhould pretend to excommu- 
+ nicate them for ſo doing. They ſay they 
are neither for doing evil that good may come 
of it, nor following @ Multitude to do evil, 
which they paſt do, it they muſt turn He- 
relicks, becauſe the majority of poſſeſſmg 
Biſhops, and their Adberents are 1o. _ 
F. Why ſo? Does not Mr. D. fay, © that 
they may {till diſbelieve the Hereſies, &. 
Caſe in Fadi, fe dz · i DUTY ; 


. 
, 
- . 
” * 
> 
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G. They own what Mr. P. ſays, that they 
may diſbelieve the Hereſies, that they may op- 
poſe the Propagation of them, and may pray 
for the Converſion of Heretical Biſbops; and 
in caſe of unreclaimable Obſtinacy pray God 
to interpoſe, by ſtirring up the Zeal of thoſe 
to whom he has given Power ſufficient for 
that purpoſe to remove ſuch Scandals out of 
his Church regularly, and without the di- 
ſturbing the Church's Peace and Unity; all 
this they ſay they own. But if thoſe who 
have Power ſufficient do not do it, they think 
they are oblig'd to follow St. Paul's Advice, to 
mark thoſe (that cauſe diviſions and to avoid 
them. Anfl they ſay that they do pray daily 
that God would bring into the way of truth 
all ſuch as haue erred and are deceived, and 
particularly Mr. D. who has led them into 
thoſe Errors, by his way of reaſonings, and 
ſtill endeavours not only to confirm them in 
them, but to ſeduce others who have hither- 
to contended for the Faith once delivered to 
the Saints, and maintain'd the Doctrines and 
Diſcipline of the Church of England. | 

F, They [Mr. D.'s old Friends} did not 
deny the National Communion to have been 
Catholick, till this new Diſcovery was made 
of Hereſy in ſome particular Ordinaries, not 
yet ſubjected to particular Cenſures. 

6. Io this his old Friends anſwer, by ſay. 
ing firſt, that they own the National Commu- 


nion 
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nian to have been, and ſtill to be Catholick, 
but not that Communion which he nom 
means. 2dly, They ſay it was Mr. D. him- 
ſelf who frf charg'd his new Friends with 
Hereſy. And therefore, they ſay, 3dly, That 
they cannot be the Catholick National Com- 
amunion, till they clear themſelves of the He- 
reſy, with which he has charg'd em. They 
 fay, ably, That, tho Mr. D.'s nem Fathers 
have got Poſſeſſion of the Diſtricts, belonging 
to the National Church, yet they are not the 
National Communion , as long as they main- 
tain thoſe Opinions, which have undergone 
the Cenſure of the National Church in her Ca- 
nons, till they renounce them. 

J. But Mr. D. ſays, he can ſee no pre- 
tence they [his old Friends} could have to 
deny, that the Communion of the Heretical 
Biſhops was Catholick, as contain'd under the 
Communion of the National Church, fo long as 
the Hereſy of the Biſhops, concern'd in the 
Charge of Hereſy, is only perſonal. 

6. Mr. D.'s old Friends anſwer as before, 
that his new Fathers and Brethren are not 
the National Church, for having ſet up an 
oppoſite Altar to that of the National Church, 
they made the Scbiſm, unleſs Mr. D. will 
ſay that Schiſmatical and Catholic fignify the 
ſame thing, and that Chriſtians may commu- 
nicate at oppoſite Altars, and yet be no Sobiſ- 
matic k. They ſay farther, according to Mr. D. 
5M | own 
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own - Conceſſion, that their Hereſy is mort 
than perſonal, and does alter the Terms of 
Communion, The very Prayers by them en- 
join d are Terms of Communion, becauſe with- 


out reading them the Biſhops and Prieſts can- 
not be admitted to officiate, nor the People, 


as proper Members of their Congregations, 


unleſs they aſſent to all the publick Prayers, 
by ſaying Amen, as is enjoin'd in the Rubrick 
after the Abſolution in the Morning Service. 
Mr. D.'s old Friends deſire to know of him 
whether the Church he is now of, was not 
once Schiſmatical, and whether the Church 
that he has now ſeparated from was not Ca- 
tholick, and if it were, they deſire to know 
why it is not ſo /ti/. The Terms of their 
Communion being the ſame they were then, 
and thoſe of his new Friends oppoſite to them, 
as much now as then. They conclude there- 
fore that the Communion of his old Friends 
muſt be the Natzonal Communion, and that 
(as Mr, D. ſays, Pag. 86.) it muſt be the on- 
Iy competent Judge of the Terms of that Com- 
munion, which is National. We, ſays 
Mr. D. [ ſpeaking of the Depriv'd} © hold 

the ſame Doctrines that we did, that-them- 
© ſelves [the Anti-Biſhops and Clergy] did 
© formerly. We adhere to the ſame Biſhops 
+ themſelves have on d for Biſhops ti ll now. 
Nor are we otherwiſe divided from them, 
+ than as rhey have divided themſelves U ere- 


2 22 J 


© ing new Altars againſt the Altars them- | 


_ © ſelves have hitherto acknowledg'd. Vind. 


Depriv'd Biſhops, p. 32. To whom there- 
fore, ſay they, can they impute this preten- 


ded Cafe that their Communion which was 
formerly own'd for Catholick, even by them- 
ſelves, has now ceald to be Catholict, but to 
themſelves. And Mr. D. is deſir d to turn the 
Tables, and then his 27. Se&. will ſhew him 
who are the Separatiſts, his old or new Friends, 
and where the-true Epiſcopal College is, and 
where the ald Altar is to be found. 

7. We are, I am ſure (ſays Mr. D. Caſe 
inFot, p. 97.) in the Communion on the ſame 

* Terms whereon we were before the Schiſm, 

* occafion'd by the Laical Encroachments on 
© the Rights of our then invalidly depriv'd 
c e Nor do we find, on our Reconci- 
© hration, any new Terms of Communion exacted 
or expected from us. So very untrue in 
Fact is this Suggeſtion of our Adverſaries, 
* and groundleſs as to the den of the fon: 
ding Biſbops themſelves. 

6. Why truly, Sir, if I may ſpeak my 
mind freely, I think his new Friends are ve- 
ry civil and eaſy Gentlemen, to re. admit him 
without any Satisfaction; for I take it for 
granted they can't pretend there has been any 
 Symod in which the Queſtion. has been deba- 
ted concerning their Re- admiſſion, nor ſo 
n as: a Conventual Att, All that I can ſee 


that 


ey 


that Mr. D: or his Proſelytes can pretend to is 
the Connivance or Conſent of a Pariſh Prieſt or a 
Country Vicar, without any Abſolution or Im- 


pofition of Hands, which Mr. D. ſays is ne- 
Fear in order to a Reconciliation. If Mr. D. 
ſays that they were not Schiſmaticts, and 
therefore needed no Abſolution , 1 beg his 
Pardon; his new Friends always look'd up- 
on them as ſuch, and they muſt have own d 
themſelves in the wrong if they thought them 
in the right; they could not both be in the 
right, and they would not yield themſelves 
in the wrong. 
| 7 Me. D. Gaye, © That — 

« that there is no New Obligation to an- 
* {wer Amen to the Offenſrve Prayers. Caſe 
in Fact, p. 108. 
a; 'T is not v 3 Whether the 
Obligations be old or new, it has been 
ſhewn above that Biſhops expected that the 
People ſhould ſay Amen to the Prayers by mew 
impos'd. 

J. Mr. D. ſays, © Tis unreaſonable to ap- 

* ply old Rubricks, or the concluding Prayer to 
© that purpoſe, asif it was then intended that 
1 3 ſhould be extended to Prayers not 

bought of when thoſe Rubricks, and that 

. — he! ks made. Case in Het, 
pag. 108. 

G. Mr. D. perhaps may think it unreaſans- 
ble, but it ſeems the Church did not. he 

ol 


14 


old Friends ſay that if the Rubricks, and. cons 
eluding Prayer were intended to extend to 
thoſe Prayers that were not only thongbr of, 
but made and eftabliſb'd, when "I Common 


more. They can ſay Auen to em all, the 
Terms being the ſame they were before the 
Schiſm — Ge, Mr. D. they fay, 
takes it for granted chat his Adverſaries ob- 
againft new Forms only, but they ſay, 
that 1 is his miſtake, they carry it farther to 
old ones miſapph'd, which were made not by 


private Biſhops, but by the whole Convocation, 


and alterable only by lawful Auhority. What 
Mr. D. fays of People of different Nations 
faying their Prayers together, they ſay is no- 
thing to the purpoſe. They have nothing to 
do with Foreign They may communi- 
cate- with us, hey: our Prayers are defigtrd 
e e Prince; in Wa we 
are at War. They do not think they muft 
divide from each other's Communion, and 
demn each other as Heretic any more 
upon their than upon Mr. D.'s Principles. And 
the reaſon is becauſe they are not under the 
fame Obligations that Subjects are to their 
Prince to whom they have fworn Allegiance, 
and under whofe Dominion they are; and, 
beſides a Legal, owe a Natural Allegianee, 


But the other, being a Foreigner, owes neither, 
dur only a Local Allegiance. 43} 


7. There 


Prayer Book was compil'd , they defire no 


\ 


\ 


or for Humour, ever made a found Chrit 


rent and contradictory Prayers in 2 
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. There is a great deal of difference, 


Mr. D. ſays, between ſinful Fats and Here- 


fes. But in the offenſive Prayers there are 
only /inful Fatty, Shi weldure our ſelves 
« from the Guilt of, by xefuling'e our Mett to 
them. Caſe in Fc, P. 115. 

G. Mr. D's old Friends think this Diſtin- 
ion will be of too great uſe to ſome Men 
for whom he leaſt deſigns it. It will en- 


courage Latitudinarians oa Orcaſonal Con- 


formifts to whom Mr. P. has declar'd him- 
ſelf an open and profeſs'd Enemy. For if 
once it allow's that a Man may go to 
Church, without e K. in the Service, 

a Papiſt may paſs for as good a Proteſtant as 
the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and a Diſſenter | 
35 as a Conformiſt, and a 

Few or Turk be as good a Chriſſian as either, 
perhaps better; for 'twas neyer yet known 
that a Colic for Intereſt, for Faſbion ſake, 


ian, 
Mr. D. has always dechr'd for Unity, for 
which he is hight to be commended; but 


to talk of Unity in Schiſin and Diviſion is to 


impoſe upon Mankind, and make Chriftiani- 


ty a Jeſt. Unit: without Uni nat is a 
Contradiction. Two who 


Congregation, can no more be ſaid of he 


ſame Communion, than oppoſite Communions 
to o be one Communion, where one bleſſes the 


: 5 bother 
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other curſes; one prays for the other againſt 
the ſame Perſon, they can no more be ſaid to 
be. one Communion, than the Confederate 
and French Forces, being drawn up in the ſame 
Field of Battel, can be ſaid to be one Army, 
when they come with a Deſign to fight, as o- 
thers to pray, one againſt the other. But of 
this enough has been ſaid above. If you 
pleaſe let me hear what you have more to 


ay for your Friend Mr. P). 


- 


.7. Why he has alter'd his Opinion, and 
fays now, That Succeſſors ſubſtituted by 
© our late inualialy depriv'd Fathers would not 
© have ſuffc'd to have juſtify'd the continuance 
© of a ſeparate Communion ſince the deceaſe of 
© the 4ſt Survivor of thoſe ſame Fathers. 
Append. 0 Caſe in Fatt, p. doo 2: 
. And his old Friends think they have 
ſufficiently. obviated all that he has ſaid, or 
canſay;:and rey ſay Mr. D. would do well 
to anſwer what he has ſaid of the Power of 


Biſhops to continue Succeſſion, and not think 


it ſufficient to ſay that he has alter d bis Opi- 
nion; for all that he ſays for his new Opi- 


nion is precarious, and 1s nothing but begging 


and fo is what he talks of his Diftriffs, . | 
F. I hope you'll grant that Biſhops muſt 
be ordain d to particular Diſtricts, and that Bi- 
ſhops at large, or Biſhops of the Catholick 
Church without Sees are not real but nominal 
een G. Some 


the Queſtion, from the TN; to the end, 


= 7 
6. Some of Mr. Des old Friends deſire to 
know what he means by Diſtricti, whether 
ſuch a Compaſs of Ground which we call a 
Dioceſe, or the Perſons that live within that 
compaſs of Ground, or the Perſons only that are 
in Communion with the Biſhop of that Dioceſe, 
J. Suppoſe I ſhould ſay they mean thoſe 
that are in Communion with the Biſhop who 
is over that Diſtrict, , 
G. If you mean ſo, Mr. D.'s old Friends 
ſay that then thoſe only that are in Communion 
with him are his Diſtri&, and thoſe that are 
not in Communion. with him are not. Sups 
poſe the Archbiſhop of Tork was not in Com- 
munion with the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, 
and ſome of the Province of Canterbury, were 
in Communion with the Archbiſhop of Tork, 
they deſire to know whether thoſe, tho'in the 
Diſtrict or Province of Canterbury, would not 
be reckon'd in the Diſtrict or Province of Turł, 
as being in Communion with him, and not 
with the 2 of Canterbury. This, 
they ſay, to them ſeems to be the Caſe; and 
therefore, they ſay, they do not know why 
the Flock, that owns one to be their Biſhop; 
may not be ſaid to be of his Diſtrid, tho' he 
lives in that of another. When ſome Per- 
ſons in a Nation were converted to Chriſtia- 
nity, Biſhops were made to govern thoſe new 
Converts, whereſoever diupers'd over the 
whole Land (as here in England upon the 
SR H Converſion 
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Converſion of the Saxont) but not to parti- 
cular Diſirifts, neither could well be. Tis 
certain there were Churches before there were 
Diſtricts and Dioceſes, as they are now call'd, 
and therefore they cannot be of the Eſence 
of a Church, tho tis readily granted they are 
for the Mell. being, and better s Counthatt of 
the Church. But ſuppoſe by Diftri& you 
mean the Compaſs of Ger which ſuch 
2 Biſhop is plac'd; they ſay that thoſe who 
live within t r Compaſs own no Obedience 
to that Diſfrict Biſhop, if he be either a no- 
torious Schifmatick or Heyetick, becauſe, he 
that is ſo has no Power overCatholicks, neither 
do they make the Schiſn, by not wp him, 
but ſuch a Bifbop makes the Schiſm, by ——_ 
up an oppoſite Worſhip to that of the Cat holi 

Biſhop. Will you or Mr. P. ſay that the Ca- 
tbolicłk Biſhops that were depri v d, for adbe- 
ring to the Poctrines of the Church of Eng- 
land, were Schiſmmicks for inſiſting on their 
Rights, and defending'their Docirinen ? If you 
do, oy: muſt own your ſelves Schiſmaricks, 
ſo long as you continwd with them, and in 
their Communion, and the Anti-Biſhops tobe 
the Rightful Biſhops, And if thoſe Biſhops 
will i as their Friends think they ought, 
they ſhould not adwmic you into their Commu- 
nion, till have given Satisfattion for 
breaking the Unity of the Church. '* If, as 
+ Mr. 2 ſays, " Sozerdoral — (Die of 4 
Sacer 


} * 


as St. Cyprian and other Fathers averr. 


FRO [#7 ® _ 
arerd. Abſ. p. 1.) * be ordinatily neceſſary; 
ſo that a he cannot expect to . 205 


without it, for any Sins, whatever they be, 


then for certain it muſt much more be ſo 
« for ſuch as are notorious, ſcandalous, and 
of publick Cognizance, as to be ſure Schiſm 
«© 1s, for tis worſe than Murder or _— 

is 


Friends ſay that they cannot ſee how a Bi- 


mop, that is, or ſhould be a Principle of Unity, 


can be excus d, of all Men, from giving Sa- 


tisfaction to that Church, whoſe Unity he has 
broken, before he be re- admitted, ſuch, 1 


mean, as Was: requir'd of a Schifmatical or 
Heretical Biſhop, it being ſo much more 
ſcandalous in him than them. Mr. Dis old 
Friends ſay they hold the ſame Dodrines 
that the Anti- Biſbops and their Adberents did 
formerly. And that they are no otherwiſe | 
divided even from them, than they have di- 

vided themſelves by continuing their new ere- 


ed Altars againſt the Altars they once ac- 


knowledg'd (Vind. Depr. Biſbops, p. 32.) And 
they deſire no hard things from them, as 
Conditions on their fide for Reconciliation. 
They only defire the ſame Terms from them 


on which they were united formerly ; the 


toinmon Dofrines of not only Theirs but the 
Catholick PrimitiveChurch. ThePreſervation 
of the ſacred Eccleſiaſtical Rights, And the 


2 


fame innocent Offices in which they former 
H 2 commis⸗ 


1 

communicated. Vind. Depr. . Bifbops ,. p. 104. 
Caſe.in Fact, p. 75. And, they ſay, if Mr. D.s 
nem Fathers and Brethren will yield to theſe 
Terms, they may have an eaſy-Re-admiſſion. 
And they farther ſay, that tis his new Fathers 
who left, I will not ſay Apoſtatiæ d, from the 
Dactrines of the old Church of England that 
are to be re- admitted, and not his old Friends, 


_ whonever left them. But to return from 


whence we have digreſs'd. Mr. D. tells us, 
in the Defence of bis Vindic. p. 77. That 
the Right of making Diſtri&s was a Right 
inſeparable from the Authority given by God 

for making and governing Proſelytes all the 
World over. Now if it were 4 Mr. D.s 
old Friends ſay they cannot ſee, why in caſe 
of Perſecution, in which for fear, or Intereſt, 
the generality turn Apoſtates, and throw off 
their Rig ef Biſhops; nay, and ſometimes 
Fypiſcopacy it ſelf, as we have a {ad Inſtance 
in the Hir of Scotland, One or Two Biſhops 


may not be ſufficient, without making Bi- 


hops in euery Diſtrict, as there were when 
the Church was in a flouriſhing Condition, 
to take care of the Flock, how great or ſmall 
ſoever, that remains faithful, and be, in a 


found ſenſe, even Diſtrict Biſhops to the di- 


-ſpersd Clergy and Laiety; they ſay, they 
can ſee no reaſon why it may not be ſo in 
uch a Caſe; that the Church may be preſervdd 
Pure and undefil d. Henry the Eighth en- 
nnen H crxcas'd 


01 
creas'd the Number of n , and then 


1 why the Biſhops, Who, according to Mr. D. 


— the Rigbt of making of Diſtrictis, and 


this Right inſeparable, may not ſettle Di- 


ſtricta, which Mr. D. ſays (Def. Vind. p. 80.) 
* we have ſhewn in order to Spiritual Juri ſ- 
diction to be a Right of the Church Inde- 
-* pendent on the — of the Civil Magi- 
$ ſtrate? Why, ſay they, might not the Bi- 
ſhops, if hey had {o pleas'd, have made fewer 
Dioceſes or Dit rifts, or made the whole King- 
dom but one 

they were who kept themſelves clear, of the 
Sebiſm. The Church in the Caſe of ſuch a 
general Apoſtacy is independent not only on 
the State, but alſo on the pretended Church. 

For the Church, as Mr. D. ſays, never ac- 
* knowledg'd;an unalterable Divine Obliga- 
tion to obſerve that Rule [ of ana, of 
Biſhops according to the multitude of Titles] 
but has always reſerv'd a Power to her ſelf 
of deviating in ſuch Caſes, of which ſhe 
might be ſatisfy d that they were ſufficient- 
ly momentous. - And ſecondly, ſhe has in 
6 bach Caſes actually taken the liberty of ex- 
5 erting her own Power, as in thoſe Natiot s 
© which had but one Biſhop, tho! many Cities. 
D.'s Anſw, to Baxter, p. 107. Whole Na- 
tions were ſometimes govern'd by one on- 
+. ly, as the Gotha by Ulphilas, and tlie Indians 
: * by Adoſus, the 2 by Moſes. I. Let. 


H 3 ter 


iſtrict, conſidering how few 


TT —————— —— — ——  — —— * — — 
= 
3 


L 102 J 


Fer to Baxter, p. 107 - + The Abiſſmes have 


but one Biſhop, Collyer's Eccl. Hiſt. Boeth, 
out of ancient Annals reports, * That theſe | 


* Prieſts [the Culdees} were wont, for their 


« better Government, to ele& ſome one of 
* their number, by common Suffrage, to be 
© chief and principal among them, without 
* whoſe Knowledge and Conſent nothin 
Vas done in any matter of Importance, an 
that the Perſon — was call . Sco- 
torum Epiſc a Scots Biſhop, or a 

of a Mother had our Biſhops a 
other Title whereby they were diſtinguiſh'd 
© before the Days of Malcolm III. who firft 
divided the Country into Dioceſes, Gc. 
Spotſwood's Hift. Scotl, p. 4. and 29. The 


_ © Biſhops, who did ndifenently 2dminiftrate | 


their Functions in al places to which they 
came, had Limits appointed them for the 
Exerciſe of their Juriſdictions. Now, Sir, 
if Biſhops have a Power to make as many, 

or as few Biſhops as they pleaſe, and one 
Biſhop may ferve a whole Nation, why 
— not the Biſhops, Mr. D.'s old Fathers, 
all things confider'd, have conſecrated one 
or more Biſhops for 'the remainin faithful 
Flock, it being granted that they, being Ca- 


- tholick Biſhops, had fuch a Power, and that 


Power inſeparable from them. © 
Well, Sir, have hy oe all 1155 have 
to 1 on this Head, 


G Les, 


3 
E | 
S6. Yes, Sir, and more than enough, if 
Mr. D. ſtands to his own Principles, and do- 
not alter his Opinion. vere 
FJ. It is no Diſparagement to, a Man to al- 
ter his Mind. Eſpecially if it be for the 
better.. | Lv 
6. By no means, Sir, I wiſh he would 
alter his Mind in more things than one. 
Mr. D. talks much in his late Writings of 
the Invalidity of Lay-deprivations, perhaps it 
would not be amiſs if he alter'd his Mind a 
little as to that point. For ſome Men can- 
. Tel 2 COIs - be maintain'd; 
if the poſſe ſhops ſhould turn Hereticks, 
if the Lp Pow cannot do it, for to be — | 
the Poſſefſors will never do it. Or how our 
Reformation, by ſeparating from the Church 
of Rome, can be juſhify'd, if the Supreme 
Magiſtrate have no Power in Church Af- 
fairs. Suppoſe the Majority of the Engliſh 
poſſelſing Biſhops ſhould turn Socinians, main- 
tain their pernicious Tenents, and give 
their Preferments to none but ſuch as 
they know will maintain them; may nat 
the Supreme Magiſtrate, think you, re- 
quire thoſe Governors to meet in Convoca- 
tion to condemn them; and in caſe. they 
ſhould refuſe, or endeavour to eſtabliſh them, 
remove ſuch Hereticks, and ſubſtitute Or- 
tbodox Biſhops in their Sees or Diſtrici: 
for the Preſervation of the Carbolick Church 
in 


. 


( 


in his Dominions. I think he not ally; may 
but owght. 1 

F. Mr. D. differs Sha you in Wies and 
ſays, If we grant this Power to the Magi- 
ſtrate, this will perfectly overthrow! the 
g Church, as a Society diſtinct from the State. 
Find. Depr. Biſbops, p. 30. 

6. No ſuch matter. I believe, 50 and ſo 
do Mr. Das old Friends, that the true Church 
is independent on the State, as to: Spiri- 
tuals, and that it is a diſtin Society, tho? 
ſome of your Spiritual Fathers, whom T eguld 
name, deny it, and ſome have written pro- 
ſeſſedly againſt it. I ſubſcribe to What _=_ 
Friend Mr. D. ſays, Vind. Depr. Biſhops, p. 

Af there be wi of Fimdamentals Tthoold 
think the Fundamentals concerning the 
Church, as a Society, to be of the greateſt 
c Conſequence, and therefore federal in 
the higheſt degree. The Church indeed is 
g oblig'd to keep the seNνν the \coolunrworv 
v ialhoſdon Nen. Theſe are the Expreſſions 
by which our Adverſaries themſelves, I 
q believe, conceive the Articles, themſelves 

call Fundamental, to be ſignify d. But 
*- the is oblig d to keep them as a * 
© a$: a Truſt committed to her. How ſo? 
< by avoiding Diſputings, by ſtopping the 

«. Mouths of H. Parka" by If a. with 
Gall Authority, by rejecling and avoiding , 
not their Dotirines only, but their Ts 
"18 , 


i ” 


„ 
© alſo; when they prove incorrigible. Now 
< theſe things plainly ſuppoſe Governors in- 
«. veſted with Spiritual Authority, and a Com- 
© munion from whence incurable Hereticks 
© are to be rejected. So that in order to the 

1 * keeping theſe other Fundamentals,the Church, 

© as a Society, is ſuppos'd antecedently, as a 
Condition that alone can qualify her for ha- 
* ving ſuch a Truſt committed to her. This 
< Notion therefore as antecedent muſt be 
Fundamental to thoſe other Fundamentals, 
and therefore Fundamental in a higher ſenſe 
than thoſe things can be whoſe Security is 
« ſuperſirufted upon it. And accordingly the 
Damages to the Publick in ſubverting theſe 

. Notions of the Church, as a Society, is pro- 
portionably greater than that which follows 
from the denial of other particular Articles, 
© which are commonly taten for Fundamen- 
tal. He that denies one of the other Arti- 

« cles, may yet believe all the reſt, and zea- 

© Jouſly defend them, and that by Principles 

© too, againſt all other Hereticks. But he that 

« denies the Church, as à Society, inveſted 

Vith a Spiritual Authority, does as effectual- 

ly contribute to the Ruin of all the other 

Fundamentals at once, as he does to the 

Ruin of a Houſe who ſubverts the Founda- 

© tons of it. It brings in Impunity for Hereſy 

im general, and ſuffers Hereticks {till to 
hope, as well in their ſeparate Sects, as if 
and 3 they 


Church to be a 


106 ] 


1 they were in the Or-cbodox Communion. It 


leaves them deſtitute of even any Preſiun- 
«prions that might oblige to — in Fa. 
© vour of the Church's Doctrine, as the ſafeſt 
© Error, if it ſhould prove one. It does by 
© this means reduce the Trial of the Cauſe to 


© the Reaſons themſelves, and their native 


Evidence, and puts it in che Power of aſſu- 
© ming Men to pretend greater Evidence than 
< either they have, or they really believe. 
s And things being reducd to this „it is 
more G04 's Providence, than the Security of 
* Principles, that hinders any Heretick, who 
« dilputes any one of the other Articles, from 
gqueſtioning all thereſt. 77nd. Depr. Biſh. 9.3 1. 
in ſhort, Mr. D.'s old Friends think the 
Spiritual Society, as much as 
ror Mr. D. can, and as t; and 
yet think that an Orthodox Chriſtian Kiog, 


if he find the Majority of his poſſelſing Bifbops 


maintaining Heretical Opinions, and r 


to condenm them, may and ought to ſummon 
thoſe few that are Orthodox, and not tainted 
with Hereſy, and tho over-voted by a Majo- 
rity of Hereticks, to empower them to Jepoſe 


them, and fill their Scer with Biſhops conſe- 


erated by them the leſer, but more Orthodox 
Number. And indeed if the Prince has not 
this Power, *twill be almoſt impoſlible to re- 


form a corrupt Church. Does Mr. D. or his 
Followers think that * greater Number of 


Biſhops 


% 


3 -»,- 
Biſhops will call Themſelves Heyericks 2 or 
vote Themſelves ont of Poſſeſſion ? and de- 
clare their own Sees vacant? They can never 
expect it. How then ſhall the Church be 
preſery'd? Did the Majority of Popiſb Biſhops 
at the Reformation vote for or aꝑa inſt the Re- 
3 ? Was not the Majority againſt it? 
Yes. And Mr. D. himſelf fays, That in parri- 
* cular National Churches, they [the Roma- 
« niſts] themſelves will not deny that the 
« greater part may prove Heretical, and there- 
« fore likely to prevail by plurality of Voices, 
in which caſe themſelves would think it un- 
equal for the Magiſtrate to be ſway'd 
them. Mr.D.'s Anſwer to 6 Queries, p. 118. 
This, ſays Mr. D. has always been the Pra- 
* flice of the Church, and the Catholick En- 
perors, never to allow any Canonical Right 
to the Aſſemblies and Cenſures of Heyericks, 
As Athanaſius Was reſtor d, firſt by Maxi- 
* minus Biſhop of Triers, then by Pope Julius, 
« after that by Maximus Biſhop of Jeruſalem, 
and at laſt by the Emperor Jouinian, with- 
out any canonical Revocation of the Synods 
that had condemn'd him. . D.'s Anſwer to 
6 _— p. 119. You ſee, Sir, according to 
Mr. D. that Hereticks have no canonical Right, 
and if they have no canonical Right, they can 
have no Right at all. And as Catholic Biſhops 
and Emperors may reſtore Biſhops depriv'd b 
Heretical Synods, without revoking them * 
they 
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5 th may deprive them too; and yet the true 
Chonch be nevertheleſs a Sociery naependent 
on the State. 


Le. Have you any thing! more to fay againl 
Mr. D. or his now Friends ? 

G. Yes, Sir, I could fay a great deal more, 
but I think what has been already ſaid is 


| enough, if duly apply'd, to anſwer any thing 
he has {aid in bb late Writings upon the Sub- 


jects of Sebiſn and Hereſy, and for other 
things I ſhall not meddle with them. I thank 


5 you Sir, for your good Company, and ſhall 


glad to enjoy the fame as often as your 
9 will permit. 


\ 


— 


SUPPLEMENT. 


dk 
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Add to p. 36, or 102. 


IE Sys TY Fear EvorBio mois amgns 

Aingis id peo WeEappecpyuor' das » ToA- 

As Twy CKKAYOWY, Epiiunuys #1) Wore 

| voy haben, Feamumy AM enαν 

Mus, mes NENT WY r Uονανοο⏑ν, i 

ovehey We, x4 my Qoiyirmy 3, Thy πνοjun, 

wpeaGuliegus yelepTovay xj N, x; To GAs 

Az Tewypgmh T7 MKxANALS ava TAP” ei I's n 

9 Emonomav 0 ugyrwutuor emiTVge, N weed eu 

Seouoys enxAnoiogs Weprb Mem + DCE + 

| Srealtwringy apmypyOc Duo notande 

unt in bac narratione, vel potius tria, Pri- 

mum quod Epiſcopus ſumit babitum Militarem,, 
id eft, Clamidem & Balteum. Deinde quod 

Tiaram capiti imponit. Ex quo apparet, Epiſ- 

copos eo tempore Tiaram non geſtaſſe. Nam ft 

eam peſtare ſoliti eſjent Epiſcopi, non id ut 


nouum atq; inuſitatum notaret in Euſebio The- 


odoritus. Tiaram igitur ſumpſit Euſebius more 


Storum ac Perſarum, qui caput Tiard tege- 
A 1 bant 


JL 1100 

bant adverſis ſolit ardorem. Tertium, quod 
hic Notandum octurrit, eſt Ordinatio non ſolum 
Preſtyterorum ac Diaronorum verum etiam E- 
piſcoporum. Que omnia cum fint contraria le- 
gibus Eccleſtaſitcis, extra ordinem ber 0 
ab Euſabig Samoſat enſi, divine Spiritu ad bac 

eum impellente, ut Atianorum fiori obſiſteret. 
Hujuſmodi plurima, &. tunc & alias geſta 
ſunt a dualen. Epiſcopis, qui ubi Chri- 
ftianam Religionem periclitari videbant, parvi 
pendere ſolebant Regulas &. Canones Eccleſie, 
dummodo; Ecelefparti ipſam falvam atq, integram 
conſervarent. | 5 in ee di ſcrimini- 
bus valebat. bac. Regula: Salus Eccleſia ſu- 
«33, So Vahl. ft gh 5 ne” 


eee 

-- Dominus par jus G. ſaluendi eſſe voluit & 
lgaridi, qui utrumę; puri conditione permiſit. 
Ergo qui ſolvendi jus non. habet, nec ligancli 

* Sicit enim ſecundum Dominicam ſen- 
tentiam, qui ligandi jus habet, & ſolvendi ha- 
het + Ita iſtorum aſſertio feipſam ſtrangulat, ut 
quia' folvenai ſibi jus negant, negare debeant 
& ligandi, Quimodo igitur poteſt alterum li- 
cere, altenum non licere? Quiibus datum, u- 
trumg; eſt licere; certum eſt Eccleſia utrumq; 
licere, Hereſrutrumq; non licere, jus enim hoc 
folis permiſſum-Sacerdotibus eſt. Rectò igitur 
hac Eccleſia vendicat, que veras Sucerdotes A 
VL | bet. 


: ber Herefis 


© "+ 
reſis vendicare non. potei, 

erdotes non habet. D. Ambroſ. « 
1 


Pœnit. 


daa, fi Virgo, fi 1 or, fs etiam Martyr lap- 
fs d regula fluerit 45 Hereſes veritatem 


r oy 2 Ex perſonis 8 

Adem, an ex fide perſonat? Nemo apiens 

ifs fdelis ; Nemo major niſi Chriſtianus, | "Ne 

mo autem Chriſtianus, niſi qua -__ uf; 

perſeveraveris, Tertul. de Præſerip. 
Magna profetto res oft & ad . uti- 


ath; etiam exemploriam molibus illuſtrate at 

Cd eee Ne ut onnes Catholici = 

rint-;,-ſe cum Eccleſia Dofores recipete, non 

cum Dottoribus Eccleſia fidem mw debere. 
inc. Lerin, C; 23. | 


yy to 5.5 
Pani & Alito, 6 7 in e 
nora & tarditas fuerit, quoniam graviter of- 
fendimu, pulſemus, quia & pulſanti aperitur, 
i modo pulſent oſtium preces & gemitus G. 
lacbrymæ noſtræ, quibus inſiſtere & immorari 
oportet, G. fi fit unanimis Oratio, Nam quod 
magis ſuaſit & compulit,, ut bas ad vos lite- 
ras ſcriberem ſcire Lies, , cut Dominus often- 
dere & revelare dignatus eft, dictum eſſe in 
vi one, petite & impetrabitis. 
Tunc deinde præceptum Plebi af- Nady 7-. 


I 2 ſitenti, 


114 Vers 


; Quid ergo NK iGopu, þ Diaconus, þ 11.8 


8. his ad recolendum nereſſaria, quam etiam 


N 


ftenti, ut pro quibuſdam perſonit deſgnatis ; 


ahi peterent © in yoo. Ta autem finfſe diſſonas 
voces, & diſpares voluntates, & vebementer 
9 hoc diſplicuiſſe illi qui dixerat, Pe- 
*  tite& impetrabitis, quod plebis in- 
equalitas di ſerepare nec eſſet fratrum conſenſo 
una &. ſmplex &. juncta toncordia,” cum ſeri- 
2 Ptum fit, Dis qui inhabitare facit. 
7 unanimes in domo. Et in Aa 
Apoſtoloruni legamus, Turbæ autem 
eorum qui crediderant, animo ac 
mente ana agebant: Er Dortinus 2 voce man- 
Aaverit, dicens, Hoc eſt mandatum 
Jon 47 meum, ut diligatis! invicem ; & ite- 
Matth. 18. 


AR. 4. 


rum, Dico autem vobis, quoniam i 

duobus ex vobis convenerit in ter- 

ra, de omni re quameunq; petieritis comin- 

get vobis A Patre meo qui in Cœlis eſt. Qudi 

ſi duo unanimes tantum puſſimt, quid ſi unani- 

mit as apud onnes efſer ? 5 uid f eee pa- 
O 


cem quam Dominus nobis dedit, univerſis fra- 


tribus conveniret 2 Jampridem de divina miſe- 


ricordia impetraſſemus quod petimus, nec tam 
din in hoc ſalutis &. fidei noſſræ periculo a- 
uaremus, imo vero nec veniſſent frutribus hac 
mala, fi in unum fraternitas fuiſſet animata. 


Cyprian, Ep. xi. Edit. Oxon. N 


| Add to p. 54. 
All Prayers offer'd up unto Gha i in Pub- 


lick, muſt be PUR known, conſented . 


c : unto, 


* 
unto, and agreed upon by all them that join 
therein; upon Which Agreement (and not 


otherwiſe) Chriſt hath promis d his Preſence, 
vis. to hear our Prayers, and grant our Re- 
queſts, * 18. 19, e I ſo uno 

us; if two of v0 agree upon Earth, 
ers 11 any thing. m Pal aſk, it ſball be 
done unto them of my Father, which is in Hea- 
ven For where two or three are gather d to- 
' gether , there am I in the midit of them; 
whereupon ſaith the Gloſs out of Origen}, 
This is the Cauſe wwe are not heard when we 
pray, in that we agree not in all things, — 
for as in Muſick there muſt be Harmony and 
Agreement of Voices, or elſe it delights not the 
Hearer: So in the Church, an Aſſent and 
Agreement is neceſſary, or elſe God is not plea- 
ſed, neither will be hear the Voice of our Pray- 
ers, "Tis this Agreement in Prayer, that de- 
nominates our publick Worſhip-of God, Cam- 
mon Prayer ; becauſe agreed upon by Common, 
Conſent, which doth preſuppoſe ; that tis 
known to all, that all may join therein; ,So 
it was ever in the Church of Chriſt; the, 
Faithful knew what they pray'd for; and, 
this, not at the ſecond-hand, from the Mouth 
of the Miniſter, but before they join'd with, 
him: So St. Chryſoftom : [Chryſ. Hom. 6. in 
Tim. ] You that are faithful know- what things: 
are to be deſir d in Prayer, becauſe all Prayer, 
YZ. that is in public, ought to be common < 
* 11 ; 2 3 'Tis 


\. know, common and © ed: Then 


ad n 
For if the Prayers of a gregation be 


People cannot join 4 it being — 
leſs than the Sacrifice 6 Fools — On 


2 Life and Being of 8 8 
The Remedy whereof is; to e chat moft 
etieal Exhortation : Now I beſeech 
then, by the ers er Lord 72 
vin; that he all ſpeab ſame thing, That 
there be ns Diviſion among y on, I Cor. 1. 10. 
To ſpeak the e and to uſe the 
fame words in the publick Worſhip of God: 
Or as the ſame Apoſtle; To glorify God with 
one mind and one mouth, is the Way to avoid 
Diviſions. Dr. Richard Sherlock's s Irregula- 
my of 4 8 A a in a Pub lick 9 
tion, p. 7. 
.Q The Church does not aothiariſe (ſays: 
e Author of theOrator diſplay', p. 42.) — 
#4Þ Conformity, but the quite contrary: Its 
Rules and Meafures are fix d and ſtated in 
every Point, and *tis fitting it ſhould be ſo: 


What every one is to do and ſay, and how 


| N and to fay, bow: far you hal go, is 


id behave themſelves in our ſolemn Services 
zs nieely directed, and to be obſerved religi- 


the 


| [15] 
the Voice of the Church, and not of ſuch; 
that are under the Regu lation and Obedience 
of it. In theſe Rated | Rules none of us all, 
withaut proviſien made, have the Diſpen 
Power; not 4 Prief, a Biſbop, or an Arch. 
biſhop can aumit, allow of; or juſtify a partial 
Contptlance: and they had bellt be with - 
out thoſe Proſeprec they get by breaking 
down the Boandaries of the Church; fot we 
— fearfully doubt whereumto theſe hingt. 

come. | 
"This Practice does too nearly reſemble 
that of ſome Advocates for the Chuch o 
Rome; | do not ſay of Roms it felf; who for 
eoſelyting; do 701 ad Pre miſreport efta- 

liſt Doctrines and : And give 
them a quite different turn _ what they are, 
and they will find them in their ſtated Ork. 
ints: Wherefore. ſuch of the Clergy and 
ality, that would be ſincere and open, ought 
to tell them otherwife: Thr tho they [the 
Diffenters] have been always call'd 1 td 
dome as near the Church as 3 could 


Have no Power to invite them to r Gay . 


beis of it, t Oberunnder: And the 
 Haſpedtion Hout "Rates which are 'open to 

+ — Wilk tell L as much, Whatever is 
faid to ee The Conſtirurion and 
correſpo ice is preferibd and ſta- 
ted. In *. to which, inſtead of that 
ur and nnn this ſhould 4 
k 4 OY e 


: * 
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the Language of a true Church-man. New, 
I beſeech” you, Brethren, by the Name of our 


Lord Feſus Chriit that ye all ſpeak the ſame. 


Ming, that there be no Diviſions among you, 
that ye be perfettly join d ee in the 
Jane Mind, and in the ſame. Judgment. 

Such muſt be our Advice; ſuch our Dire- 
808 if we would not deceive you, nor 
our ſelves. Hom 27 it then, Bretbren? When 
ye come taget her every one bath a Pſalm, hath 
a Doctrine, hath a Tongue, hath a Revelation, 
bath. an Interpretation. e. alt Fg ge 
done to edifying. 


IIS as aſtoniſhing among us, as among | 


theſe Corinthians, to be given to ſuch 
uniform Practices, and S unedifying 
What other Ends they may ſerve, thoſe of 
Religion they cannot: Sincerity which is al- 
ways thorough practis d, has little ſhare in 
ſüch Caſes, |» F 
Io call ſuch Diſſonances Church of Bu: — 
Fc! or any Conformity, even the Unlear- 
ned and U; Ho nom will ſay ye are mad. 
ITis Mutiny, Hurly-burly, a Bath - Aſſemr 
bly, or, as bad as bad can be, Oecaſional Confort 
mity. Tis every thing but. the Church of 
England; the Members of that Church ate 
ſtrict, exact and uniform, one and all, one 
and always ſo: A Houſhold at Unity with 
it ſelf, on he Feet, on their Knees, in their 
Hands, Voice, ang in their Heart the ſame. 


34 The 


thaw Amen like Thunder. 


| C117 ] 
The 'Hallelyabs of .this Church, a8 thatef 
old, are like the Sound o . Waters, and 
ike Iſraelites 

heretofore all the People anſwer — Exod. 

19. 18. and all the People with one Voice, 
Exod. 24. 3. Such as this is the Beauty of 
Holineſs, and is Withal as terrible as an Army 
with, Banners. Strength and Beauty are in 
this Sanctuary. Happy, glorious and power- 
ful when thus uniform and devout; but flat, 
diſtorted, Scatican, and almoſt gone, when 
vitiated with unclean, diſ- uniform, fanatical 
Intermixtures. 1 

— Leaming a with Title, 
eſpecially when * a ſacred kind, we muſt 
honour and regard; but to the Diſadvan- 
tage of Truth and our Holy Profeſſion, not 


yield in the leaſt degree to a Biſhop, or-an 


anger from Heaven. 
that without interwedling i in State-AF- 
fairs, the reſult of the whole Matter is to 


recommend ſtrict Conformity to ma Church | 


in Clergy and Laity. 
1 wonder as much at the policy as the Pre. 


ſumption of ſlender Obſervances, or.curtail 4 


Performances, as to Church-Conſhitutions, 
By not obſerving our Preſcriptions, we arrg- 


gantly take upon us the Diſpenſing Power, 
Which is altogether as unwarrantable in the 


Eccleſiaſtical as in the Civil e 14. 
152 The 
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The Caſe of the Ad Oe 
n Help « - gs * 


* dg to f. 38 00479. 


1 r to'towfiler what Offences loo 
der Men obnoxious to this laſt Cenſure — 
communication} and thefe we ſhall fint 
be Hereßß, Schiſm, and other notorious og 
— And firſt, for Hereſy ; what can be 
more reaſonable thin to oxtlude Men out of 
the Church for departing from the Faith, 

upon the Profeſſion - whereof they were ad- 
mitted into 127 It was for this gt. Paul deli- 
Hd Hymenæus and Alexander to Catan, 

: on Re bt learn not to blaſpBeme, 1 Tini. i. 
And for Sebiſm; ſince a Societies Have 
1 er. to Noel thertſelves, what can be 
more equitable than to expel Men, who en+ 
\ exvour to divide, 7. e. to deſtroy a 

whoſe Union they Were oblig'd to bars 
whett they were receiv'd 515 it > 170 EX- 
clude them when they contemn the Autho- 
rity of its Goyernours which receivd them, 
et: And for this we have Divine Pretept, 
If be negl:& to hear the Church , let him be 
unto thee as an Heathen e and & Piublicam, 
Matth. 19. 17. And 1:ftly, for notorious Sins; 
what can be more juſt, than to put Men out 
of Chriſtian Communion for thofe nas up- 


. 


(ww), 

pn the renouncing of which, they were at 
firſt receiv'd into it? To exclude them for 
the open Violation of the Laws of the G- 
ſpel, ſince Obedience to thoſe Law's was one 
of the Conditions of their Admiſſion? And 
for this we have an Apaſtolical Canon, I 
— en unto you, ſaith St, Paul, nat ta 
| If any Men that is call A Bro-. 
zber, 22 ornic ator, or Covetaus, ar an Ida- 
later, or a Railer, ora Drunkard, or an Ex- 
rortianer, with ſuch 4 one, 10 nat 10 eat; 
1 Cor. 5. 11. And agreeably, we find Ex- 
communication decreed agamit all theſe forts 
of Offenders, by the Synods of the ancient 
Church, and of r 
ſeveral of their Canons. 

But 34, althe' Schifm deſerves Exconj- 
munication, and the Canons denounce it a- 
gainſt Schiſmaticks , yet, you'll ſay, if the 
Governours of the Church do not think fit 
to infli& the Sentence upon them, they ought 
not 9 be treated as Excommunicates. Tis 
oo my ought not: And yet here is to be 

ſider d, Fir, That Schifmaticks are in 
— Caſes, by ſeveral Canons, even of our 
on Church, declard to be excommunica- 
ted ipſo fall: And Secondly, That they al- 
„ n te e * w_ 


LY 


* 


120 J 

Arft, Several Canons of the Church, and 
of our own Church in particular, declare 
Schiſmaticks, in ſome Caſes, to be excommu- 
nicated ipſo! Facto. Can. 5, 6, 7,8, 9. Now. 
altho' this is but Sententia lata d jure, a Sen- 
tence paſs d by the Law, and it is generally 
held — there ſhould be alſo Sententia - 
lara d judice, a Sentence paſs'd by the Judge, 
before they are treated as Excommunicate 
Perſons: Let ſince tis plain, that theſe ipſo 
Ho Excommunications do intend and effect 
ſome what more, than thoſe which are Com- 
minatory, and only: threaten: the Sentence; 
that cannot be lefs Where the Crime is con- 
ſeſsd and-avow'd too, (as in open Scbiſim it 
always is) than a Suſpenſion. from the Parti- 
eipation of the Holy Communion, which. is 
one of the _ Degrees of the Fr rer 
Cenſures. 

neuer i in n the 24 plate i is certain, That 
2 and Schiſmaticks always excommuni- 
cate' themſeluer, that is, they as effectually 
cut theinfelves off from the Communion of 
the Church, and the Rights annex'd to it, as 
other Sinners are cut off hy her Cenſures; 
and for this alſo we have an Apoſtolical Ce. 
non. It is St. Paul's In junction to Titut, to 
whom he had e the Government of 5 
the Church of Crete. A Man that is an He: 
retick after the firit and ſecond Admonition re- 
#8, Suowing that be that is ſuch, 10 3 
be 


b 
100 and ſin ner being. condemned of hiniſelf, 
Tit. 3. 10, 11. Not that all Hereticks are 
condemn'd of themſ, elves, as knowing in their 
own Conſciences the Doctrine they teach to 
be falſe; for without doubt many of them 
© think themſelves in the right. But they are 
„ © condenni'd of themſelves, becauſe they cut 
themſelves off from the Communion of the 
Church by their own Act, whereas other Sin- 
ners are cut off by the Churches Cenſures ; 
ſo that tis not ſo much by their falſe Do- 
ctrine, but by their Separation from the a 
Church, that they properly condemn them- 
ſelves, and this brings Schilmaticks under the 
fame Self-Condenmation— Yn 

However Mr. Thorndike and Dr. Barrow | 

'|* Adifferd in their Opinions about the Nature 
| of the Unity of the Catholick Church, they 
both agreed, that they who violate the Uni- 

ty of the Church, in which they reſide, by 
ſeparating from it, do æx communicate them- 

ſelves. Which ſhews us by the way, that 

the novel Conceit of ſtated Separation from 

the Church, and coming to it again when 

they think fit. muſt appear intolerable to any 
{ who leave the Bhurch a Unity of any kind, 

. 11. and 28. 

Mr. Thorndike ſays chives are two ſorts if 
nr Perſons, one are they that ex- 
communicate themſelves, the other they that 
are excommunicated by the Church, ( Diſcourſe 

9 


ver themſelves 
they commit great wr 
lar Church, and toner 


P- 46, 47. 


F: : " ] 
© bf tho Forbrarance of Penalties, 5 1610 For 
ro they excomimunicate The Js becauſs 
they avero be avoided by the Flock, from whence 
| they dopart, when they excommunicate the- 
ſelves, they ate to be beld, at if they ue or- 
convanicared bythe Church. On the one fide, al 
iſts excommunicate themſelves; on the othei 
"x all that run into Conuenticles, Ibid. p. 162. 
Dr. Barrom ſays, A that withdraw their 
Communion'or Obeiſance from particular Chur- 
ober, faivly eſtabliſbd (unto which they do bes 
— * where they reſide) do incur the = 
of Schiſm . For fuch Perſons being — 
ſubject to thoſe ene _—_ " 
 cCommmunteat 15 | 
by, the . 
toward that 
the whole Church of 
"Chrift. ' Self-Excommunication or Spiritual Fes 
lam de ſe, doth involve the Churches Excoms 
munication, deſerving it, and preventing it. 
Diſc. concerning the Unity © _ Church, 


Add to f. 2 29. 
But I would not be miſtaken, as if [ af- 


Rrm'd, That they who excommunicate them - 
ſelves by Schiſm, do fall under all the Ef- 
fects of that which is call'd the greater Ex- 


"communication. It doth not affect them in 


their Civil Rights , by the Intervention of 


"tint Laws, nor oblige others to —_— 
om 


ttunre of all chair 5. 


L TÞ : 
But ſince it is a Fri. 
Spiritual Rightr, which are 
annex d to the Communion. of the Church, her 
Officers juſtly wiay, nay, aught to repel them 
from the Holy Offices, moſt certainly from 
the Lord's Table, until upon the renouncing 
of their Schiſm they are refior'd to her Com- 
1 If St. Pau commands _ A 
ject ſuch as were thus Selfcondemn'd- 1 
ys the Romans (Rom. 16. 2 1 
wwbo cauſe Diviſions among them 
Doctrine they had learn d, ànd avoi . J 
If the Apoftolical Canon 1 Can. = and the 
Council of Antioch (Can. 2.) denounce Ex- 
communication againſt thoſe who; pray with, or 
receive to their Communion Excommunicates, or 
rs 5 If all this lays any 
Obliga us, it cannot obl ige us to 
. Jeſs Sons to avoid, and diſcountenance their 
Schiſm; and till they renounce it, not to re- 
 ceivethemto the Holy Communion, Id. p. 12, 13. 
The 31ſt e Canon, - as you fee - 
forbids any Church to admit not only Ex- 
communicates, but alſo others who are not re- 
ceiv'd, or fit to be receiud into their own 
Church. And to enforce the fame Diſcipline 
the Council of Antioch (Can. 2.) forbids the 
praying with thoſe who do not communicate in 
Prayer with the Church, and to receive thoſe 
to Communion, who do not communicate with 
another Church; and the Council of Laodi- 
$ 


ce 


| from their Company 


4] 


een (Tun. 33 J ſaith, wer ougbt not to pray 


with an Heretick or with a Schiſmatick. Theſe 
were the Laws of the Primitive Church, 
and her Practice Was per v0 agreeable. 0 

tens, Id. p. 15. „ 6011 


If this be the true Meaſure of the 


of England, not to admit Schiſmaticks until 


they ' renounce” their Schiſm; theri , as not 
to receive them upon their  Repentanct would - 


be to 7iſe:above it; fo to admit them to the 
Holy Communion without renouncing their 
Sebifm, is to fall below. it; it any ſhould be 


againſt receiving them upon their Repentance, 


they would be High-Church-men indeed, but 
know not ſuch a Church-man in England ; : 
it would be not only to riſe higher than the 
Church, but would-be a ſtrain beyond Nova- 
tiani ſin it ſelf; and for thoſe: that favour the 
latter, and are for admitting them without 
renouncing, or intireh forſaking their Schiſin, 
they certainly fall below this true Meaſure of 
oh Church, — 

I ſhall cloſe this A ppeal to the Catholick 


Church with a Challenge of the learned 
Mr. Thorndike, (Forbearance, p. 170, 171.) 


WW henſoever, ſaith he, the Church excommu- 


nicates for notorious and ſcandalous Sin; to 


reſtore him that is ſo excommunicate to Com- 
munion , would be to murther bis Soul and 


Chriſtianity both at once, not ſuppoſing ſome 


——_— — of Amendment in — 
ha 


— 
—- 


5 this ele a Laer , in. Cbireh 


* 


"Cd - 


pie: oa. e 3 
the Reaſon" 4 


it holds, in thoſe that rc 


ncate Themſelves, in the. reconciling 
ricks (and Sthifmaticks to the Chirob. 


mon Chriſtianity obliges all to follow: Then 


follows his Challenge in theſe words, 1 


me; ſalth he, an} Hemer Srbeſm ever re. 


far 2 the Church, wide renouncing the 
ſame; and I will confe 
ſelf turm d Heretick ky Fe 


nee Id. p. 33, 34% D $20 10 


5 £6 35. [© 3 (#6 Aue 0 WY 3 1 


Burn . D's Larter un bur Duca the 


*. - Biſoop of Sarum ST 47 nog” 
et: 10 97 911-1613 51 500 10 292010 , | 
K to pong mba hon * 


4 "2 diva deal plainty»with” 9, that u 
ae nee that you, 


4 may not interpret my Com 


| 6 | 
you, as an Argument that $40! believe — 
our Brethren not güll- 


and ſome others of. 
ty of the Charge 


Heveſy, now inſiſtecd ori 


Cauſe for continuing their 


. , * been jd d hs your 


Ae; "uf 
fea 


r 
* 


the beging ſhes them that ate wil 
to underſt 2 the Reaſon of, ford they 
rread. —— , tohic . c- 


n 8 


FF 1 


* the Church 16 
matick = the 


© by ſome of my late Brethren us a jultifiale 
Separation from 

© you, and thoſe of your'Brethren, whatre 
© concerned in this matter;/- Your Deferczod 
of the Churches Doctrine of Non- re — £7 
Db a Mn 


w—_ 
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en (Tun. 330) faith, we cg br not io pray 


wwinh an Herexick or with 4 Schiſmatick. Theſe 
were the Laws of the Primitive Church, 


and her Practice was exactly agrecable to 


them, Id. p. 1. 


II this be the true Meaſure of the Church 
of England, not to admit Schiſmaticks until 
they ' renounce” their Schiſm; then, as not 
to receive them upon their Repentance would 
be to riſe above it; ſo to admit them to the 
Holy Communion without renouncing their 
Schiſm, is to fall belom it; if any ſhould be 


againſt receiving them upon their Repentance, 


they would be High-Church-men indeed, but 
know not ſuch a Church-man in England; 
it would be not only to riſe higher than the 
Church, but would be a ſtrain beyond Nova- 
tiani ſin it felt; and for thoſe that favour the 
latter, and are for admitting them wic hout 
renouncing, or intirely forſaking their Schiſm, 
they certainly fall below this true Meaſure of 
the Church. — _ 

I ſhall cloſe this Appeal to the Catholick 
Church with a Challenge of the learned 


Mr. Thorndike, (Forbearance, p. 170, 171.) 
Whenſoever, ſaith he, the Church excommu- 
nicatet for notorious and ſcandalous Sin; to 
reſtore him that is ſo excommunicate to Com- 


munion, would be to murther bis Soul and 
Chriſtianity both at once, not ſuppoſing ſome 


proportionable Preſumption of Amendment in him 


that 
\ 


—__ 


* 
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e doe 
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1 1 bs ble Fer he ' Cbiirch o 


5 Tar F kund Heretick ar 
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that in . 5 
1 27 in — that ertümmu- 
nicute themiſelves, in the reconciling” 


om the beginning ſbews them that are i. 
90 eros vl Reaſon of it, before they 
went chat eee , vbich rbe (o. 
mon Chriſtianity obliges all to follow: Then 
follows his Challen Nah theſe RE Shew 
me; Gaith he, any 
— to the Church, (ol _—_ ſe 
ame; and I will confeſs, that the Church it 
ick om the 


date, Id. p. } {5 heed 10 
d W Abe 118 . 
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C * deal plainiy wich you, that you 
4 may not Oe 5 eo will 
< you, as an Argument that 440/believeyou, 
and ſome others of your! Brethren not gol” 

« ty of the Charge of Hereſy, now infiſted'/orl 

© by ſome of my late Bret hron as a juſtifiale 
« Cauſe for continuing their”Seporation from 
© you, and thoſe of your'Brethren, 8 
© concerned in this matter Your Deſertion 
« of the Churches Doctrine of Non-reſ ance 
has formerly been 4 'd by your 


© refed, 


SBA 
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of be 
Rees 
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+ netivak and your. Dodtines concerning the 


. A Churches Dependance on the State are fun- 
© ©, damentally deſtructiye af all choſe Princi- 


of 
hd 
abe vereſt 8 Nx can I d 

1 Ke at Hera maintain d and unrepe 

) deſervwes eee vom 
Seni. (DJ iv * 0 N Y av T5 | 5 * 
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ples en which the Primitiye Church ſub- 


I. nba, - dad wor 
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As for the Tengt-of the 8 


1 


1 1 of the Sonl, I look on it as deſtructive 


{if 60s ſecond Faundation'of Natural Reli- 
gion (the firſt being 
. © tributes of God) fo t 
introductoxy q Acheiſin. And your Perfor- 
Dnlance in that Book Cwhich 1 fead; thro 
K has given the. greateſt Advantage to 
adele; of any Bock that has been 5 abliſhed 


Etheſe thirty Yeats 4 and tho it has been, 1 


_ 4+.thank; fully anſwerdbyfour Perſqus, whom 


you: have no«xeaſon\to_defpiſe, who have 
| cone d e IILIL 87 vine 


© < Comeih, yet y you have Fo 1 4 your 
, Ix ſelf, nor retracted: that very 
| * Book. - G v 


: 17 *F6) by HET 12 
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das a diſtinct Society in the miùſt * 
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e Exiſtence and At- 
at the aſſerting it is 


IR 


0 whom Scandals come; and accordin 


8 * Conceits, Which I am afraid have W un 


£ the worſt of the Clergy 15 themſelves |, 


are very lende * your Intentions, and ſo 


« e : But you not may to a 


£ Sen gc enough F2.conlder th the Woe our 
„ Sewigur has dengune'd againſt thoſe. 2 


4 the true Notion of ' $candal x know» © 
Man has laid more in Giri way of ho Lit. | 


© tle ones; or Weaker than you 
© have 4 You filbd the Nation with 


nem, groundleſs;, and uncharitahle 


our Wounds and Breaches incurable: They 7 


Be found Men too much diſpofed to receive 4 


your Notions; and I muſt tell _ upon 
much welancholy Obſeryation, that even 


with them, that thei ion will 
bear them thro, 1 50 their e 
he ever ſo bad Lou ſeem to love No- 
* yehics and Paradoxes, and to employ your 
Learning to ſupport em. I helieve ybu 


« hope you mall be judg d in the Great 


you are one of the moſt * 
4 "rl Men of the Age 1 is too ns 


Add 0 5. 6 and 77. 7 

In your Latin zpology.you "ER fituck ==” 
; ine Authority of Biſhops out of the 8 
** 2 - *-prures, 70 
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ms han ——U wore woo - 
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© Bares and put. it pon a 2 Conceit of your 


l linz And vou make the Order to have 8 
| 2 _ but about 30 Tears ſooner than 


Baze had fed it, which WIlf "make it 
* paſs for à human Con ttition amongſt thoſe 
eus make Scripture the only Rule of their 


% Faith 125 mrorny. 


e ore (4/2. of the Sehiffiratical 
T <= Biſhops} were Nullides at firſt, no 1 
| 00 ak could make them valid. 
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1 Worthy Sir, en 1 Pur 7 FE on 1 


fe 1 Return you mary 00 bag in 
ES the Juſtice you have ſhewn' to the 

ry of your all Friend, In this pre- 
MR <5 de Taſtice 3 is all that I ſtand in need 
boek for my Vindication, I mean for preſer- 
Ving die in the good Opinion you have had 
*« ofmeformerly. My Opinions as to the Papiſte, 

s are the fame now as When I was with you 
in Sahſbury,; I am nom as far as I'was then 
©from charging our firft Reformers * Either 
Win Heß or Schiſm in ſetting up a Com- 
| © © munion diſtin from theirs. Nor can 
1 Mr. Hoch pretend; with any ſhew of 


1 
1 


5 550 * with Each Seb e. lt can- 


ev Y 0 8 7 1 no 


4 


Truth, that ever he heard ine charge - 


| our Dug of Adherence to the depriv d R 


9 4 as 


Lins) 


no other chan an Inference, either of * br. 


your Biſhop, from what I ſaid to vindicat 


* ſoops; That J confeſs, nor am [ants of : 


| © i nord/Lyhink, ory Reputation jhe-leaſt 


1 


7 eas and. openly 


all Incruders, notwithſtanding 
. \Provetiens * Perſecurions of 4 ole Power, 


concern'd in it, that L am one of thoſe. whom. 
9 — Biſhop, will call Schiſmaticks. 
fore nat; owning their :Church-Commugion, 


« «Gee: ey have ſet dp Altar againſt Altar. 
A „This 1 have thought my 


ſelf oblig d to in 
purſuance of thoſe, Principles which I. be- 
rofels d, when I had 
< the Honour to be firſt acquainted with you. 
5 By the Doctrine of the . 


„Church (which you are very well acquain- 
ted with) I have thought my ſelf; oblig'4 


to hold Communion with Biſbope not 72 
c dahrio d for no Crime but Duty, (nay fo 
maintaining the OLD Docrgixxs- of . 
Church, hen we were firſt acquainted). 
8 but alſo depriw d only by a Lay- Power of 


their Spiritual Power Within cheir reſpective. b 


7 Juriſdictions. «> by lb” > 
This I am fc the Primitive Gatholick 


e Church deny d to be of any Validity . 


regard to Conſcienoe, and ſubſiſted as 
8  ciehy — from the State fundament y | 
« on their denying it, and waintain'd) | 
© mynion with their Biſhops; and 9 d. . 
all the De- 


ro * K 3 © 8 


even of their veſpective Ju 


ene in their Clergy, and the Lay-dtiry"of 
ummion, as Members of their Body; tho” | 
nforce with no more acceſſory Vows 
than are ufuilly- talen by Children to Pa- 


nging 
© in the Hitruders (as the Biſhop Has had) 


f 1 


© Thi therefore vir 4 privid Biſhops are 28 


much Bifhops, with" — to Cotiſcience, 


ver. And the Vows of Canonical Ohedi- 


rents, are” alſo ſtill as bbliging as ever. 


| © Theſe Duties to the Ff Bifhops oblige us 


© by the Principles of the ſame Primitive Ca- 


© tholick Church to fh all Intruder f into 
© full Churches, or (which is the fame) = | 


Churches not validly vacatel as g 0 10 5 
© Church, not as Second Biſhops but as Nod 


Ar Ark. Not only Id, but tal cle Biſhops 


ho "Communicated With ſuch” Inividders , 
much more who had any hand in i 


were by the fame Principles lk d en as 
having vt themſthyes off from the Collegiiom 
© of Biſhops. 80 Martian of "Arles Was 
„thought to have done, for having-own'd 


© only the Communion of Novatian. He 
«' thereby cur himſelf off from his Brethiren 


© of the Collegium, and conſequently From the 


Cutboliek Church. Thus if any one own'd 


© the” Communion of Schiſmaticks, he thereby 


ol made himſelf a Schiſmatick alſo Thus it 


© comes to paſs that we cannot communicate 


c " "ou 


1 Op: eicher we. * the OE that"are in 


an bee a e. 


{ 


„ 


nin Communion” Witty thoſe: Biſhops. 


. 


been the 


: 


r 

5 Communion with the Intriudert, or thei? 
s Conſecrators, or with any Churdbet that are 
Then 
we know withal that St. Cyprian and te 
Catholick Church of his Age, as maintai- 


6 ning Communion with each other by che 


Litera Formace,' did lock upon all Shi, 


* maticks,' on ſuch Accounts as theſe, 28 c 


* off from the Heculium; as) having no Tre 
to Patulon of Sin, to the Holy Gbof to the 
Promiſc of future Remarui, even on the 


. Performance of Duty. Thus it comes i rd 
* paſs) that I cannot think my ſelf at / liherty 


* ro own any Communion oppoſite to the ( 


* munion of — 1d Biſhops, if I will 
5: ſecure my Soul "bon keeping within the e. 
* eulium, Theſe, you mag remember, were 


_ © my Opinions when we were firſt acquain- 


ted. All that I have done is to follow 
* them, and to ſtand to them in their juſt 
© Conſequences, which you are to juſti to 
* take for any ground of altering the kind 
Opinion you had then of my Orthddoxy, 
at leaſt of not being miſtaken in Points that 


might concern my Reputation. All the 


* Change that has been ſince has been in 


* OUR ADVERSARIES, not in Us. "They 


© have deſerted. our Common DocTRINES., 


_ © They alſo, tho" the” Criminals have yet 
Aegreſſors- in ereing Altars a- 


f Non thoſe Altars which mmm 


K4- * will. 
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till nam acknow led d in common with us. 
5: *1Fheſe Doctrines of the Primitive Catho- 
$i Church are (I confeſs) of more Au- 
$:tharity with me than the Senſe of our 
£;;Madarr Reſormers. Indeed I ſhou'd not 
„think it a Reformation, if there had heen 
*:any material Change in Dotirines. Funda- 
pondence of the Primi- 
the Catholick Church, which I believe a 


d mat al to the Correſpon 


Revexencer of truly Primitive Antiquity, as 


echyou are, will not blame me for. Yet, ſuch 
6: Hypothetical Expreſſions as theſe, are all 
5; the;Grounds;that Mr. Hody had to charge 


me with for any diſhonourable Reflection 

Nion our Reformer. I had other Grounds 
4, whereby I cou d and did vindicate them a- 
F mong ſuch as had the patience to hear me 


Hout; I Was willing to keep him cloſe to 


the Argument which would alone prove 


Decretory with me. I told him, tho all 


the Inſtances af his MS had been as much 


{5:t0 his Purpoſe, as he thought they were; 


A hith yet I did no more grant him than 1 


* tid" that our firſt Reformers were of his 
mind) yet neither they nor the Reformers 
e themſelves would prevail with me, if the 


v Senſe of the Primitive Catholick Church 
d chæxal with St. Oyrian, and with the firſt 
Inſtance that we know of in Antiquity, of 


£4; Biſhop ſet up againſt a Biſhop, Were a- 
„ gainſt them. This I urg d purpoſely to 
Add He STRES.. . 


— 


C oblige him to keep cloſe to the Argument 
5 {on-whith-J laid the principal ſtreſs, which 


s — And 
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et he ſeem'd always afraid of. Here you 


have the utmoſt ground of what he has to 
nod you way. judge whether 


© his Conſequences will fo low from it. I 


— you I ſaid the things, on which he 
. his Inferences, only with the 


faction) to vindicate the Proceedings of our 


KRefarmers with Conſiſtency to my on Prin- 
ciples. As for the Biſhop he has been con- 


cern d in ſo, many Practice, as that hes 
* .oblig' d to defend ill Princip £2 inſtead 


5; of xępenting, he be ſtill reſolv'd. to juſtify 
them; ſuch. ET I. confeſs, I do not 


*ſiptend for the. Meaſures; of my own Repu- | 
nation. But tho I differ from you _ T 


{am a much better Opinion of your Can» 
dor than hig, and have therefore endea- 


| < vour d to give this Account of m 5 f 


s vou. As, for:the- Book Which! 
4th is mine, if it may be publiſh'd, 10 il 
« ſpeak for it, ſelf. Then let it fare as it de- 


« ſerves... In the mean time I am (I am ſor - 


ry I cannot ſay your Bror her, but e 


I as much as ef, 


Fonour'd Sir, Ts, 
hw a cient Friend, and humble, . a 
| Hxxar ene 


De- 
«+ fign - now mention d, not out of the leaſt 
E diſtruſt, of being able (to, my own f atis · 
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Tb Reverend My, Fenle well. Larter "x6 
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6 8 to the Caſe which: Jou re deſirous 
X to know my Thoughts Gf, 1 have 
*:now got a little Fredom from fome other 
**things chat have kept m doſe em- 
„ ploy'd, to give you fo Actoun. hereof 
„Ades your Excuſe that V'oouſd not - 
5 it ſooner. Ae D 0 AK 4 
think when plain and gros Wicket 
Pn An Idolatry'or . 89 is made th 
utter of publick Offices, it ſets People free 
from that Depentence on any Paſtors; or U- 


nion with" any Congregations, that would 


© gblive them to reſort thereto, and leaves them 
cat liberty to feek more holy ; Offices, if uy 
© cn have them under any Paſtors 
+ empower'd, in other Places. The Commu- 
mien in the Catholick Church profeſs d in the 
„Send, is a Communion of Saints, if not in 
© reality, at leaſt in Profeſſion, which 1 think 
© mult reſpe& both the Perſons, who-muſt be 
© profeſi'd Sins, and the Offices, which muſt 
de Profeſſions of Saintſhip*, and my are not 
bound to this Communion in any Congrega- 
tion where either of theſe" are wanting, 
2 * This Saintſvip more eſpecially 1 50 5 
f 0 
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Fuith and Worſhi 


Faith, will ſet free from any ones 
< Communion ;; ſo Sin made the Matter of 
© Worſhi 1 hes corrupts:Worſoip, and is to 
© the fall; not only as 75 but as open- 

. 6 God, Who is not more 
©, reproach'd by a falſ⸗ Belief than by a wicked 
« Worſhip, Will. do the ſame. Toapprchend 
the Reaſan of all which, we may conſider 
« that the Chriſtian Religion, if we campare 
the Worth and Importance: of things, is of 
more Importance than Churh.dociety is. 
And we muſt chuſe a Qhurch under » ale 
©, Paſtors,. for the Religion t 3 not a 
for the Church's ſake. Now right Faith and 


holy Worjoip, ate neceſſary to the Religion; 


they are neceſſary Parts, and neceſſary to 
the Purpoſes: and Acteptanee of it. And 
therefore our Communion,or Unity in Church 
Offices, muſt go with thoſe, — Paſtors, 
that by keeping to this Faith and Morſbip 


© ſerve God. in the irue way of the Religion. ; 
We are bound to keep to them, whilſt they 


« keep to theſe; but nor chen they £0 of 
c. from them f A 2 

„This may authoriſe de to wia 
9 from Aſ/ſamiilies of ſuch corrupt Offices, to 


© ſeek out better and more) boly 2 themſelves. 


But as for Pgftors, they are not only to 
< partake in boly Offices, but to provide and 
0 them. And if they ſee Religion dam- 


d, 


f. And as:Hereſy, Which a 
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if, and; the Souls of Men en 
y corrupt Ways, eſpecially by corrupt 


. 


© fſter better, Icoheeive for Nute or Preben- 


Trion. As * atchmen, _—_ muſt: —— of & 


8 as Guides , they dee, ee 

4 rig. 4 3 Paſtort, ey muſt feed — 
„with falarary Miniſtratians, c. ard can- 
not anſwer the neglect thereof, 1 coticeive, 7 


©atiſuch timen iet maine T3113 A 
Thus doch not the Deſite: of Pele and 


Union kbep People from ſeeking purer and 
more boly:Worthip and Miniſtrations, nor 


«Paſtors from e the ſame, in 


«caſe of ſuch Corrupt ions and Imimbralities ; Y 
© and this where Peace and Union may be 
©pleaded,: to go as far as they can. 
But if any Perſons unjuftiy break of 
from their rigbeful Biſbops-for their · Firm- 
< "neſs to Truth and Ri breouſneſs,, and ſep. up 
others againſt them for their having defe- 
<"#ed from both, what have they to do with 
< Peace and Union? Schiſmaticks cannot plead” 
the Chriſtian Obligations of Peace and Uni- 
y for aſſociating with them; nay contrari- 
* wile. they aie türn'd againſt them. For 
the Chriſtian Unity and Bond of Peace, us 
_ it looks towards Churches, and not only 
towards rigs Chriſtians, is all for ſticking 
© to their (rightful Biſbops. So that if this 


— * ly Chri 4 U huiniln ien and holy Wor- 


* thip, 


and. 
G 2 ene Alben they muſt mini- 


4 


4 


© off from them; then as all the Obligations 


Peace and Unity, which only can be pre- 


7.5 

© ſhip, and nok in Separation from tlie vighe- 

Fu 'Piſb che; but in adberencr to them, and 
the 


e Mitiſtets of corrupt Offices are broke 


of holy Worſbip and Orrcbedoxy, ſo likewiſe 
© ll the Obligations of Peace and Unity are 
on their fide. And what ſhould hinder all 
from running after holy Miniſtrations, if 


k - tended to lay reſtraint, inſtead of hindring | 
« ſhall oblige and call them ſo to do? - s? 
cry Such I conceive is the Liberty of breaking 
And the Duty of doing ſo I think in 

* 1 Caſes viz, both of Schiſmaticalneſs of 
© the Congregations and of finful Mixture, eſpe· 
clally of immoral Mixtures of Offices, 18 


with this Limitation, when we can have 1 
_ © better, ſomething is to be abated for the ne- 


by cellity of having Miniſterial Offices, in re- 
ſpect whereof there are ſome Allowances to 
J imes of a corrupt State of the Church. 
Ihere may be ſome Forbearance of a 
Breach, in the beginni 7 and whilſt the 
0 Corruptions feem ſanable and admit hopes 
of Cure. Hereſy is — —Fra to break Com- 
© munion ; but ſuch Breach on Hereſy, is not 
« till after a firſt and ſecond Admonition. 
© And the Neceſſity of having ſome Miniſte- 
rial Offices, I think; is a ſtrong Reaſon to 


forbear the ſame. Thus at firſt the Ort ho- 


© Jox and Arian, for all their different Belief, 
COLDS BR. 3 | met 


« Liay, as to Schimaticalneſs, of the Congr 


(438 ] 


met at the ſame publick Offices, yea after 
Arianiſin was brought into the el Ser- 


\ 


7 vice, and the rim Doxology ran in a de- 
Srogatory Form; for thus they kept on, as 
you note, at Antioch, Where, as you may 
dobſerve, they had che Allowance of no o- 
£ ther — and whilſt the Error ſeem'd 
* ſanable;, and Leontius the, Biſhop was mo- 
*-deſt', r conceal'd his Eſpouſal thereof. 
And thus it would be on the Contingen 
© of a manifeſtly: unrighteous War; for 
*- which, they that believed it unrighteous, 
« would be preſent at one Aſſembly where it 


* has got into the Office, if they could not 


have it dropp'd in another. And the ue. 


. for the Obliquity whereof 1 Tk 
5. allowance will be made in Neceſity, when 


: we can have none elſe. As I-concetve it was 


among the Ten Tribes, all whoſe Mini- 


ſters officiated in a Schiſm, ſacriticing at op- 
*..pgfre Altars. And in the Orthodox when, 
in want of other Churches, they aſſembled ä 


with the Schiſmatical Novatiant in their 
Churches, as you read in Socrates, lib. 2. 
c. 38. and Sozom. I. 4. c. 20. to mention 
nothing of later Inſtances. 

And all this, I ſay, of Alamoncer, 1 not 

only where the Errors in Profeſſtons, or 

« Sins in Petitions. are more diſputable or 

"Jas, but alſo lo they are plain and 

* conſt derable. 


— 


Lia right ſenſe, as they are; not only in the 


1 9 


* confiderable;; Nor only where the Words 


* expreſiing-them are uncertain and without 
force to the Letter fairly accommadable to 


Article of the Deſcent into Hell which ſeems 
<. leſs exceptionable z but alſo un the Jamie: 


Jeg Sentences to the Particularities of Ex- 

plication in the Athanaſiun Creed which 
| © ſome have excepted more againſt ; but al- 
ſo where the words are more peremptory, 


and determinate in fignification. And tho? 


all thoſe Allowances will extend far, whilſt 


© the Hſentiali of a ChriftiauWorſbip are pre- 
< ſerv'd (not to diſcuſs particularly how far) 
yet will they not allow us to be preſent at 
* Heathen or Jewiſh Aſſemblies, but are Al- 


© lowances onſy in the Communion of Saints, 
© 7, . Chriſtians. Nor will allowance of 


Preſence at immoral Prayers, infer the ſame 
© at zdolatrous, which, I conceive, do more 
affect Communĩon; or at Popijſb Aſſemblies 
© wherein are other Exceptions, tho' I do not 
determine any thing here about Lawtulneſs 
© of Preſence (when it could be had without 


<« expreſs Profeſſion.ot Aſſent, and with Signs _ 


of Diſſent from the Corruptions thereof) at 
© their publick Service. ; 


_ © Theſe things, worthy Sit, I have offer'd, 


upon the Points you enquire after, where- 
on I perceive you have ſpent many good 


2 * 


-* ©» *profitable 


* and pertinent Thoughts both pleaſing and 


** nd ib 2 buly fin- 
pious Care. I am glad any of 


probation of 
+ ding and Integrity, : wm 06 Temper. God 
direct us all right, in Jos him what Ser- 
vice we ought, not only as private Chrifti- 
uuns, but in our ſeveral reſpective Stations, 
at a time Which has ſo great need thereof. 
Sir, | value your Friendſhip and deſire your 
Prayers, and I heartily commend you, and 
all your pious Labours, to the Guidance os 
85 Bleling nee . * e 
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7 the une things I . * Have the Ap- 
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